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| The General Election 


‘BRITAIN’S DISMAL CHOICE 


What We Think (pages 2 & 3) 


Britain’s dismal choice 


It is General Election time again, thank- 
fully with only a very few more days to go 
before the familiar farce is ended. And it is a 
farce too — one which the older ones amongst 
us have been witnessing for half a century or 
more. Today’s names are different: Blair, 
Hague and Kennedy, instead of Wilson, 
Heath and Steel, as was the case 31 years 
ago, and Gaitskell, Macmillan and Grimond 
a decade or two before that. But otherwise 
very little has changed. We are hearing much 
the same empty slogans and promises mas- 
querading as ‘policies’. There is the usual 
appeal to every selfish and greedy instinct in 
the electorate. There is the same silly and 
childish level of debate over issues that 
should be discussed in an atmosphere of 
national responsibility and seriousness — only 
in 2001 that level has sunk several notches 
lower as the political careerists and placemen 
and -women tune themselves into the new 
‘dumbed-down’ Britain. And not least, there 
is the studious avoidance of those issues 


Nationalist comment 


most crucial to our national future — most 
notably immigration and race. On this we are 
not unmindful that the subject has been 
aired, but not in any adult way that 


- contributes to a real understanding of what is 


at stake. The whole argument is about 
whether certain Tories, in expressing con- 
cerns about asylum-seekers, are being 
‘racist’ or not — ‘racism’ being taken, axiom- 
atically, to be an awful thing. There is a 
virtual taboo hanging over the question of 
whether the newcomers are going to add to 
or diminish the quality of Britain’s population 
—which should be the key topic of our concern. 

It is at moments like this that British 
people — young and not so young — should be 
taking a step back and focusing on what we 
might call the ‘big picture’. By this we mean 
the depressing panorama of British history 
during the 56 years that have passed since the 
war that we were supposed to have fought for 
all that was noble and good; since the 
‘victory’ that we celebrated over ‘tyranny’, 
over would-be ‘foreign invaders’ and for our 
national ‘freedom’. The panorama is, of 
course, one in which none of the supposed 
purposes of that war have been achieved. We 
are ruled by tyrants, albeit petty ones, who 
can take a greengrocer to court for advert- 
ising his goods in British weights and 
measures, or prosecute a 12-year-old school- 
boy who (obviously oblivious of his heinous 
‘crime’) used a racial epithet in the course of 
a juvenile brawl. Foreign invaders have been 
flooding in in numbers never remotely con- 
templated at the time of Dunkirk. Our 
national ‘freedom’ is now a distant memory 
as our governors (and the word is chosen 
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deliberately) enact legislation, much of it 
ludicrous beyond belief, handed down to 
them by what we can only describe as a Con- 
tinental occupying power. What price now 
the sacrifices of ‘The Few’? 

And during this half-century we have seen 
a once-great nation degenerate in a hundred 
different but related ways: in its industrial 
competence and power; in its public and 
private morals; in the stability of its social 
order; in its intelligence, learning and culture; 
in the efficiency of its vital services; in the 
quality of its leadership and public admin- 
istration; not least in its pride and confidence 
in itself. A measure of the latter is that we 
should now be earnestly debating whether our 
future lies in our being a colony of America or 
of Europe. These are the depths to which we 
have sunk in quite a short time, historically 
speaking. 

And this is the focus in which the British 
public should be looking at things as there 
approaches yet another futile mass-popularity 
contest which will solve precisely nothing, 
which will leave us exactly where we were 
before and which is nothing but a gigantic 
dose of the old Roman prescription of bread 
and circuses, brought up to date with all the 
modern technological paraphanalia of tele- 
vision and popular entertainment passed off as 
‘politics’ — of which so far Deputy Premier 
Prescott’s brawl with a countryside protester 
has been the most riveting development. 

It goes to illustrate that participation in the 
conventional modern political process — by 
which we mean choosing whether to vote for 
Labour, Tory or Liberal Democrat — is a 
complete waste of everyone’s time. But what 
people should not deduce from this is that 
they should withdraw from politics per se into 
a kind of domestic isolation, highlighted only 
by TV soaps, gardening and football. This is a 
time when the British public needs to become 
more, rather than less, political. But it must be 
a kind of politics geared to bringing about 
vast and meaningful national change, not the 
purely superficial and cosmetic change regis- 
tered as. we swop one party of national twi- 
light for another, one Westminster dummy for 
another Westminster dummy. -This is what 
Britain has been doing during the lifetimes of 
all of us, and it has achieved nothing. 

If something is to be achieved to arrest and 
reverse the continual downward spiral in 
national fortunes, we have got to be prepared 
to make some hard decisions, the first of 
which is to consider changes that in conven- 
tional political terms would be termed ‘revol- 
utionary’, even ‘extreme’. We have got to rid 
ourselves of the inhibitions and restraints 
formed by our desire to appear ‘fashionable’ 
and ‘respectable’. Are we up to that challenge? 
Britain’s future demands that we must be. 

Voting in this election is completely futile 
except where there is a British National Party 
candidate standing. But much more important 


on the 


month‘s news 


than voting is that people take some practical 
and realistic action which will give hope that 
they may create a better country to hand down 
to their children and grandchildren. There is 
such a course of action for those who want to 
follow it. Those who suggest otherwise are 
simply showing that they don’t care — making 
excuses for apathy and laziness. They are the 
voting cattle who keep the old racket going. 


An electoral policing operation 


There was something curious about the 
handling of this year’s May Day ‘anti-cap- 
italist? demonstrations in London by com- 
parison with last year. Last year the police 
operation on the occasion was quite pathetic. 
Shaped obviously by the desire of ‘New 
Labour’ not to appear ‘authoritarian’ and 
‘repressive’ and influenced, no doubt, by 
nostalgic memories of some members of the 
Government of their student days of the 
1960s, the police on May Ist 2000 were 
clearly instructed to give licence to far-left 
mobsters to run amok in the Capital, 
smashing and looting property and attacking 
any passer-by who looked in the slightest 
way propsperous. The whole fiasco was 
symbolised by the scene we printed in these 
pages showing some irk urinating against a 
wall in Trafalgar Square while a squad of riot 
police stood by doing nothing. 

This year things were very different. The 
police operation to control the rioters was in 
the main an efficient and no-nonsense one. A 


measure of its effectiveness was the cry of 
hysteria which went up from the Guardian- 
reading classes in protest against the mobs- 
ters being walled in by a solid phalanx of 
officers for several hours in the rain instead 
of being allowed to run amok and do as they 
liked. 

Why the change of policy? Why the firm 
policing this year after the pussyfooting of 
the previous year? It would be nice to think 
that all this was for the right reasons. The 
reality, however, was almost certainly that 
Tony & Co. realised a general election was 
barely only a month away. The Government 
had to show that, for once, it was ‘in charge’. 
We cannot expect this new approach to last 
for long. 


The economy, stupid? 


Those who fondly imagine that, despite 
the Government’s many shortcomings, it 
presides over a thriving economy, should 
read a report that appeared in the Financial 
Times on the 27th April. This said that, acc- 
ording to a recent study by Warwick Univer- 
sity Institute for Employment, no less than 
700,000 manufacturing jobs are due to be 
lost in Britain over the next ten years. 

On the other hand, the survey found, the 
employment of professional carers, such as 
children’s nannies, was expected to grow by 
nearly the same amount — 650,000. This, 
according to the survey, was because of the 
large number of women expected to return to 
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NO MESSING 


Police get stuck in on May 1st demo in London. The rioter’s face is partly blacked out 
for legal reasons. This firm action was clearly for the benefit of this month’s voters. 


work after having children. 

Mr. Robert Wilson, speaking for the 
survey team, said that the decline in manu- 
facturing jobs did not mean that production 
would be going down, only that it would 
become more automated. 

This of course glosses over the fact that a 
huge proportion of manufactured items now 
used in Britain are imported. Were it not for 
this, workers laid off through greater auto- 
mation in one sector of manufacturing could 
be absorbed in other sectors. This is not 
possible under present conditions, however, 
because of globalisation, which constantly 
prices British manufacturers out of the 
market through cheaper foreign competition. 
Automation of the production process, 
which should be a boon, becomes a curse. In 
effect, 700,000 manufacturing jobs in 
Britain are going to go — but because of our 
enslavement to the global economy, not 
because of improved technology. This is a 
bleak prospect which the politicians no doubt 
would presently prefer not to talk about. 


Bribes for going straight! 

Tony Blair’s latest policy for coping with 
crime surely exceeds the previous schemes 
even of his own government for its ‘liberal’ 
fatuity. In return for staying out of trouble, 
young offenders are to be rewarded with 
vouchers for clothes, music, travel or computer 
equipment. 

The Prime Minister announced the new 
programme in late April in a speech to comm- 
unity leaders in Croydon in which he stressed 
his determination to improve the neighbour- 
hoods and streets of the country’s towns and 
cities. 

We really have come to a low pass when 
we have a government which regards ‘going 
straight? among young people as something 
of a special service qualifying for awards 
instead of what it should be: a duty of citiz- 
enship which everyone takes for granted. 
Will the next thing be medals for those who 
stay out of jail for, say, five years? 


It’s all down to us! 


Want to know the origin of the CRE’s 
arm-twisting of politicians to sign a pledge 
that they won’t play the ‘race card’ in the 
coming General Election? Apparently, it all 
began with the British National Party’s 
council election victory in London’s 
Millwall back in 1993. In a report in The 
Times of the 24th April it was stated:- 

“The Commission for Racial Equality came 

up with the race pledge after complaints 

about Liberal Democrat tactics during the 

Tower Hamlets contest in 1993, won by 

Derek Beackon for the British National 

Party.” 

Now that’s nice to know! 
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TOWNEND 
Bottled out 


HAGUE 
Buckled under pressure 


TAYLOR 
Allowed to call the tune 


PATHETIC! 


MP’s race surrender reveals shameful cowardice of Tory Party 


WHEN retiring Tory MP for East Yorkshire John 
Townend spoke out against the vast changes 
wrought by immigration on Britain's Anglo-Saxon 
culture, and later condemned the turning of the 
British into a ‘mongrel race’, great numbers of 
people among the ordinary populace expressed 
agreement and admiration, and greater numbers 
still felt those sentiments even if they were 
reluctant to state them openly. Here at last was a 
politician — the first since Enoch Powell 33 years 
ago — prepared to speak the truth and risk the 
ostracism of the totalitarian race lobby dominant in 
parliament and the media. 

The fact that Mr. Townend was at the end of his 
political career and was standing down as a 
member of parliament made his action rather less of 
a courageous gesture than it might otherwise have 
been: in effect, he had nothing to lose. But most 
folk these days are thankful for small mercies. At 
least he said something — which was better than his 
saying nothing. 

But any admiration deserved by Mr. Townend 
was to be short-lived. His words generated the pre- 
dictable outbreak of public hysteria, and this aff- 
ected his own party no less than the others. Many 
in the party demanded his head. Here was where 
William Hague’s leadership was put to the test. 

Hague didn’t even have to say he agreed with 
Townend; all he needed to do was defend the 
former East Yorks member's right to state his 
opinion in a democratic party. But even this was too 
much to ask of Willie. For some days he ran around 
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like a headless chicken not knowing what to do. 

The thing that finally decided him that he’d have 
to face Townend with the chop was the threat by 
black peer John Taylor to defect to Labour if the 
heretic did not either apologise or get expelled from 
the party. 

And just who is John Taylor? What is his con- 
tribution to the nation’s life that got him to the 
Lords? A big zero. He was put there solely as a 
sweetener after he had been rejected by the voters 
of Cheltenham and because of his colour. In fact, 
Taylor is just a nobody who has done nothing. 

But his threat was enough to act as an explosive 
placed under Willie’s backside. The Tory ‘leader’ 
jumped to Taylor’s command and gave an ultim- 
atum to the erring Towend: Apologise or you're out! 

And what did Mr. Townend do? He meekly 
apologised. 

Last month we heard from a supporter who in 
fact wrote to Mr. Townend congratulating him on 
speaking out as he did. In his reply Townend said: 
“| can assure you, | will not be gagged.” 

Brave words, which didn’t last long! 

This episode has told us something about John 
Townend, about William Hague and about the Con- 
servative party. It has told us that the whole pack 
of them are utterly gutless. 

When Britain’s entire future is under threat from 
alien takeover, all these politicians can do is rush to 
their boltholes — terrified of one would-be black 
defector and of the ire of the race lobby. 

It makes you want to vomit! 


The average Tory politician or commen- 
tator, insisting that immigration has been 
such a good thing, constantly cites the 
genuinely shining examples of the Hugue- 
nots and the Jews. 

They hope you don’t know how small the 
numbers involved were in both cases. Or that 


you will raise the point that they integrated: 


into the British way of life, not just without 
trouble, but with enthusiasm — and without 
demanding any special privileges. 

These Tories keep claiming all sorts of 
virtues for ethnic groups (Votes! Votes!). 
The native British rarely get a look in. 

Robin Cook, our weirdo Foreign Secret- 
ary, claims or actually believes — which is 
worse — that Britain is a predominantly 
immigrant-descended population. 

Untrue, of course. Until Commonwealth 
immigration, the last significant influx as-a 
proportion of the population was the 
Normans, after 1066. 

As a result of our relative aichye of 
immigration, we developed a more homo- 
geneous nation than probably anywhere else 
in Europe. Those who scorn that do not 
understand the world. 

ANDREW ALEXANDER 
Daily Mail (27.4.01) 


Corporal Stone’s letter concerning homo- 
sexuality in the armed forces has prompted 
me to write... Your readers should be in no 
doubt that the bulk of the Army — officers 
and soldiers alike — do not consider the 
matter a non-issue, as has been reported in 
the press and elsewhere. Both are generally 
loyal to the chain of command yet seethe 
with resentment at the imposition of ill-con- 
ceived policies on homosexuality, equal 
opportunities and human rights. 


Corporal Stone makes the point that we. 


are not some social experiment to be 
exploited for the sake of political correctness 
or for liberal dabblers to experiment with. He 
is absolutely right: we are first and foremost 
a fighting force: Therefore we have no 
compa- rable profession in civilian life and 
consequently have no requirement what- 
soever for civilian working practices and 
standards. Sadly, this point seems to have 
been lost, not just on our politicians, but 
regrettably also at senior command level. 


WO! (SSM) B.R. STODDART | 


Focus (Min. of Defence paper, April 2001) 


The more I see of politicians the less I 
think of them! They are seldom influenced 
directly by the true aspects of a problem and 
are usually guided by some ulterior political 
reason! They are always terrified of public 
opinion as long as the enemy is sufficiently 
far, but when closely threatened by the 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


enemy inclined to lose their heads, and then: 
blame all their previous errors on the heads 


of the military whose advice they have failed .° 


to follow. The more I see of democracy the 
more I doubt our wisdom of attaching: such 
importance to it! I cannot see how our 
present system of democracy can produce 
real qualified leaders of a nation. 
Field Marshal LORD ALANBROOKE 
Diaries in Sunday Telegraph (6.5.01) 


As the parents of a director of Cammell’ 
Laird, we would just like to point out how 
hard the dedicated board has worked to keep 
the company afloat and safeguard the jobs of 


the workforce. Their families have had to- 


take a back seat. 
Our son has not had a holiday for two 
years and has spent many nights away from 


home as he went any and everywhere to. 


secure work for the yards. 

The company was restarted in 1993 from 
nothing. Our daughter-in-law, though not 
employed by the company, worked nights 
and weekends for many months without pay 
or reward just to help the company grow. 

Since then, hundreds of apprentices have 
served their time and tens of millions of pounds 
have been pumped into the Merseyside and 
North East economies, but all the hard work, 
dedication and loyalty has come to nothing. - 


The blame must be placed firmly and 


squarely on the shoulders of the Govern- 
ment, which has given work to European 
shipyards that receive money and help, while 
not one finger has been raised and not one 
penny given to help a valiant workforce and 


dedicated board of directors. . 
D. & E. BOARDMAN. 


Daily Mail (24.4. 01) 


Babk i in the early 1950s the Tory Govern- 
ment had ignored all warnings about the 


-danger television posed to culture, and had 
licenced commercial television. It did not . 
. seem to occur to them that high culture, with 


its respect for learning, order, hierarchy and 
tradition, was their friend. The spread of 
wealth did not — as it should have done — 
mean that more and more people were able to 
enjoy a more thoughtful, literate and civilised 
life. The opposite happened. With television 
profitably cheering it on, the trash culture of 
coarseness and public humiliation spread 
upwards. Once, Welsh miners formed Bach 
choirs and studied Shakespeare because they 
wanted a more abundant world; now the 


wealthy suburbs watch Big Brother and The 
Weakest Link. heat 
PETER HITCHENS 


The Spectator (19.5.01): 


Aaaabh! . 

Tonee’s saved the ickle moo-cow. 

Luvlee. 

And he’s giving all that money to bay- 
bees too. 

Sweet. 

I’m definitely voting Labour now. 

The heart sinks. 

By the time they got to Phoenix, Downing 
Street had ridden to the rescue. 

Don’t be surprised to find Blair posing for 
photographs with the celebrity calf and invit- 
ing Farmer Giles and his family for tea at 
Number 10. 

When it comes.to plumbing the depths of 
opportunism, the Prime Minister is the man 
from Atlantis. 

It’s like Play Your Cards Right. 

How low can we go, Alastair? 

Lower! Lower! 

He might not have named the date but 
don’t be in any doubt that the election is well 
and truly under way. 

Vote Labour — or the calf gets it! 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
‘The Sun (27.4.01) 


I read a story in one of the national news- 
papers about the Irish who resent being 
called ‘Paddy’. . 

As far as I am concerned, I couldn’t care 


less what or how I am addressed, so long as 


it’s not Kathleen. Then I would have a lot to 
worry about! 
PETER (A Paddy) 
Manchester Evening News (date unknown) 


If there is one outstanding feature of this 
government it is its uncanny ability to ident- 
ify the social issues which need attention — 
and then screw them up. It has understood 
that child poverty and welfare state depen- 
dency are blots on the social landscape. But 
its- solutions end up making the original » 
problems even worse. 

The baby bonds wheeze is but the latest 
example. The government is absolutely right. 
to want to encourage people to save. It is 
right to worry that the poor don’t do so. The 
problem is that the baby bonds, which are 
supposed to usher in a savings culture among 
the poor, are not savings at all. 

Instead, the .state will give everyone. 
between £400 and £800 by the time they are . 
18-21 to build up into a modest nest egg. 
This will not be money they have carefully 
put aside. It is public money: other people’s 


money... the bonds will represent automatic 
largesse at public expense. 
MELANIE PHILLIPS 
Sunday Times (29.4.01) 
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ENOCH POWELL once said, dismiss- 
ively, that the cardinal rule of British 
foreign policy in the post-1945 period has 
been to find out what America wants us to 
do, and then do it. This observation was 
brought to mind last month when it was 
announced that Prime Minister Blair was 
in favour of committing Britain to partic- 
ipation in the enormously expensive ‘Star 
Wars’ anti-missile defence system recently 
approved by US President George W. Bush. 

‘Star Wars’ is the more popular name for 
the ‘National Missile Defence’, described in 
the Daily Mail of the 3rd May as “a system of 
space satellites, earth-based radar tracking 
stations and anti-missile batteries designed to 
detect and shoot down rockets targeted against 
America and its allies.” The system is in fact an 
upgrade of one already existing. The present 
system gives early-waming information about 
missiles directed at the United States but does 
not track them accurately enough to allow a 
defensive missile system to intercept them, one 
of the reasons being that this would contravene 
the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty signed by the 
USA and others in 1972. The upgrade, as 
constituted by the Star Wars programme, 
would grant this facility and thus violate the 


treaty. This has, not unnaturally, caused world- 
wide concern. China and a host of smaller 
powers have objected on the grounds that it 
would revive and escalate-the arms race. Other 
EU countries are known to be lukewarm with 
regard to any support for Bush. Britain, as 
usual, is inclined to toe the American line — 
though with loud opposition expected from the 
pacifist wing of the Labour Party. The Tories, 
predictably, support the plan, criticising Blair 
only for his slowness and equivocation in 
coming round to the Americans’ point of view. 


Cost to Britain’s defence 


Though the main expense of Star Wars 
would be borne by the Americans, the cost of 
Britain’s contribution to it would be consid- 
erable. A provisional estimate is £150 million, 
but all such estimates tend to be well below the 
real figure. Lord Chalfont, a defence spokes- 
man, said in a TV discussion on May 6th that it 
would almost certainly necessitate the ditching 
of yet further regiments and huge cuts in 
existing conventional weapons pro- grammes. 
And all this is at a time when we have a 
Government that seems determined to strip 
bare the modest armed forces the nation 


WHY DO WE NEED 
‘STAR WARS’? 


The US anti-missile system that Britain ts 
buying into, says JOHN TYNDALL, ts geared 
to an international scenario rooted in fantasy 


forces with rifles that con- 
stantly misfire, ships that 
cannot put to sea for lack of 
fuel and a large portion of 
fighting aircraft grounded 
because of absence of main- 
tenance. The British Army 
now has fewer than 100,000 
troops — the first time it has 
been in such a situation since 
1793, when our population 
was less than a fifth of today. 
Set against this background, a decision to 
allocate huge resources to the Star Wars 
programme would have to be justified by 
exceptionally strong arguments in terms of 
its strategic need. So just what arguments are 
Mr. Bush and his British backers offering? 


The ‘rogue states’ 


Since the end of the ‘Cold War’ — an inter- 
national face-down that was always more 
apparent than real — our rulers have been 
forced to devise new arguments for NATO 
and the vast and complicated trans-contin- 
ental defence structure maintained under US 
domination virtually since the end of World 
War II. The main argument they offer is to 
cite what they usually refer to as the so-called 
‘rogue states’ — meaning such ‘powers’ as 
Iraq, North Korea, Libya and sundry other 
Islamic nations which are presumed to be 
willing and able to launch missile attacks on 
the United States or other western countries. 
And just in case the size of these states 
makes such a scenario seem rather far- 
fetched, Red China is sometimes thrown in 
for good measure. No doubt, Serbia would 
be included were there the slightest evidence 


Our defence or that of the New World Order? Above is the early-warning station at Menwith Hill in Yorkshire. Nominally an RAF 


base and under British control, it is effectively an outpost of the American empire and, like the Fylingdales station 70 miles away, an 
instrument serving to consolidate the domination of the globalist élite. Both Menwith Hill and Fylingdales would be front-line 
targets in any retaliatory action by a state attacked on order from the élite — without Britain having any say in the matter. It is also 
less well known that the communications system at Menwith Hill is used to spy on political dissidents, including probably British 


Nationalists! 
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that she had the capacity for such action. 

The argument is that the rulers and govern- 
ments of these states are essentially erratic 
and unstable, hostile to western values and 
hence liable at any time to ‘nuke’ America or 
one of her so-called allies. 

In fact, the idea belongs to fantasy — a 
fantasy so ludicrous that a child ought to be 
able to see through it. For a start, the truth is 
that a number of the allegedly ‘unstable’ 
states are much more stable than either the 
US or the other western democracies. Instead 
of swapping governments every few years, 
they mostly have strong rulers who have 
behaved with a fair amount of consistency 
over a long period of time. Saddam Hussein 
of Iraq and Gadaffi of Libya have been in 
power for almost as long as any of us care to 
remember. The methods they use to ensure 
they stay there may not be pleasing to those 
in the ‘liberal’ West, but there is a great deal 
of evidence that they continue to have the 
bulk of their populations behind them. What- 
ever the morality of their politics, what they 
most certainly are not is fools. Men who 
could survive as long as they have must be 
skilled practitioners of realpolitik, and as 
such would not be found embarking on crazy 
ventures far from home. 

And crazy ventures are exactly what 
attacks on the United States and its allies 
would most certainly be. China apart, these 
so-called ‘rogue states’ are all very much in 
the minor league of powers on the internat- 
ional stage. Their rulers would have to be 
insane beyond all imagination to fire missiles, 
not only at the USA, but at countries of the 
stature of France, Germany — and even 
Britain in her present militarily puny con- 
dition. Just what would such attacks profit 
them? Their rulers — almost to a man realists 
of an order far superior to their western 
counterparts — know the answer clearly. 


Who are the real rogues? 


And even accepting the wild hypothesis 
that such a state and ruler as envisaged in all 
this ‘rogue’ propaganda might decide to 
commit national and personal suicide by 
launching such an attack, should we not ask 
ourselves how we could come to such a 
situation where there is this enmity towards 
the West — and particularly the United States 
— among the countries concerned? Hostility 
to western values there may most certainly 
be; the moral degeneracy of life in the 
western democracies is indeed not an 
example that Islamic leaders — to take one 
category — wish to see their peoples emulate. 
But much more crucial is the fact that the 
leaders of the so-called ‘rogue states’, far 
from accepting this appellation, in fact see 
things in the very reverse perspective. To 
them, it is America and its lackeys, espec- 
ially Britain, that are the real rogues. It is we, 
they believe, who threaten them, rather than 
the other way round. 

Is this view a reasonable one? To evaluate 


~ MOMENT OF IMPACT 


The Star Wars illustration here shows the ‘kill vehicles’, having split from their rocket 

carrier, hitting the attacking missile. Star Wars technology, however, could become 

out of date as missiles are equipped with detection devices which cause them them to 

split into separate parts on the rocket’s approach, resulting in only one part being 
destroyed. 


it, let us remind ourselves that ever since the 
Gulf War in 1990-91 the Americans, with 
Britain in tow, have been carrying out hostile 
operations by air against Iraq — despite the 
fact that that country poses no conceivable 
security danger to either of us. Let us also 
consider the recent incident in which a US 
spy plane was forced down onto Hainan 
Island — Chinese territory. Just what was the 
plane doing there? The area was many 
thousands of miles from the United States. 
And are there Chinese spy planes cruising up 
and down the California Coast? If so, we 
would most certainly be hearing about them, 
and we would be witnessing President Bush 
engaging in angry exchanges with the 
Chinese Government over such ‘intolerable’ 
incursions into America’s rightful sphere of 
influence (remember the Monroe Doctrine’). 
And yet when the Chinese express strong 
displeasure over the Hainan incident, which 
led to the death of one of their pilots, they are 
accused in the western press as throwing 
unreasonable tantrums. We seem to be 
heading for an Orwellian scenario in which 
falsehood becomes ‘truth’, a defensive 
response becomes ‘aggression’ and irreden- 
tist excursions far from home become necess- 
ary precautions taken in the interests of 
‘national security’. 

But we should not have been suprised. Mr. 
Bush, for instance, regards Taiwan as a quite 
legitimate sphere of interest for the United 
States. He is on record as saying that where 
his Government is concerned that island 


would be defended “with whatever it took.” 
Now this is a quite extraordinary statement 
for an American president to make. Taiwan 
has across the centuries been an integral part 
of China. Its people are ethnically Chinese 
almost down to the last man and woman. In 
other words, it stands in relation to China 
much as the Isle of Wight stands to Britain. It 
became separated from mainland China 
politically after Mao Tse Tung’s takeover of 
the latter in 1949. The Taiwan Chinese did 
not want to become communist, and therein 
lay the division. For a decade now, eventual 
unification with the mainland has been 
official Taiwanese policy. Only the terms are 
a matter of dispute. Whatever our opinions 
about Chinese Communism as such, the fact 
is that governments of mainland China have 
a perfectly reasonable claim to Taiwan as 
part of their national territory, and in the 
circumstances have been extremely patient 
over the past half-century in not forcing this 
issue more stridently than they have. Whether 
Taiwan will be united with the rest of China 
by consent or conquest remains to be seen, 
but in whatever event the matter is a Chinese 
affair — to be decided by the Chinese. It is not 
our business and it is not America’s business, 
but American governments long before Bush 
have repeatedly behaved as if it is. So the 
question must again be asked: is China the 
rogue state in seeking to restore Chinese 
Taiwan to its historical, traditional and racial 
homeland — or is the US the rogue state in 
Contd. overleaf 
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WHY DO WE NEED 


‘STAR WARS’? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


threatening to stop her? Again, we might 
revert to the question of the Isle of Wight — 


or, to deal with things in an American. 


context, let us suppose that Alaska, for 
instance, had become politically separated 
from the United States just as it is geograph- 
ically separated. What would Britain or 
America think if some foreign power took it 
upon itself to interfere in the very proper 
action of either to restore the separated 
territory to the mother nation? Yet it ‘is 
precisely China’s clear intent to see Taiwan 
reunited to the Chinese mainland that puts 
her in the category of ‘rogue state’, which 
must be spied on. It’s a strange world we live 
in! 


_ nobler purposes, such as the: 


‘Human rights’ claptrap 

Of course, liberals and globalists who like 
to use such expressions as ‘rogue state’ 
would protest that this is not the only one of 


China’s sins. They would no doubt cite what. 


they claim to be her bad record over ‘human 
rights’ and such abstractions. Well, maybe. 


But does a country’s disregard for what we or — 


the Americans think are ‘human rights’ 
justify sending spy planes within close 
proximity to its territory, least of all spending 
billions on sophisticated weapons systems in 
‘defence’ against it? 
Daily Mail columnist Andrew Alexander 
— most definitely not one of those newspaper 
writers suffering from the customary visceral 
- anti-Americanism of the silly left — put it 
aptly in an article on May 4th:- 
“To many foreign governments the 
Americans merely appear bulli¢s, anxious 
to see their business interests expanded. 
“As for the missile defence shield, that 
would give the US an invulnerability against. 
other nuclear powers that would make it 
more prone than ever to play the role of 
global bully. 
“Suppose the US had already established its 
‘missile shield. You could be sure that an 
American promise to safeguard Taiwan with 
‘whatever it took’ would be seen as — and 
possibly stated as — a clear threat to use 
nuclear weapons. ”* 


' All very true, but the ret Be remains: 
why? Mr. Alexander’s reference to “business 
- interests’ might be not entirely without justi- 
- fication but it surely does not explain every- 

thing. John Laughland, writing in The 

Spectator of August 12th last year, was much 


closer to the mark. In an article titled ‘We are’ 


only obeying orders’, Laughland put under 
the microscope America’s policy of bombing 
Iraq referred to earlier in this article. The 
United States, he said, was totally committed 
to the goal of globalism — of a ‘one world’ in 
which free nation-states would no longer 


_exist. The structures, he said, which prev- . 


iously were maintained to defend the liberty 
of nations... 
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“... have been hijacked from within and 
transmogrified, by Bill Clinton and 
Madeleine Albright, into instruments for 
the very opposite: the creation of a single 
global power system of limited national 

- sovereignty. The internationalism for which 
left-wingers, especially old communists 
like Peter Mandelson, have spent their lives 
fighting, has now become the official policy 
of the White House and the State depart- 
ment, while all the old nostrums which used 
to be the preserve of Marxists — inter- 
nationalism, universal human rights, a 
world without borders, the withering away 
of the state — have now become explicit US 
and Western policy.” 


The only point over which one might 
argue with Laughland is his implication that 
post-war US policy has ever been any differ- 
ent: that previous to the Clinton/Albright era 
American military. power. was deployed for 
‘liberty of 
nations’, as he put it. However, this is a detail 
which should not detract from-the truth of his 
analysis. It is globalism. that is the policy 


behind the bombing of Iraq. It is globalism 


that underlies the incessant interference in 
the conflicts of former Yugoslavia. And it is 


globalism that provides the key motif behind © 


the Star Wars programme which Britain seems 
about to follow with all the slavish syco- 
phancy that has characterised her relations with 
the United States since Churchill proclaimed 
himself the “ardent lieutenant” of President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt back in World War II. 
Of course, in a deeper sense the globalist 


dream is itself a fantasy — as much a fantasy 


as the prospect of mini-powers firing 
missiles at the United States: it will never be 
realised. The real world is a world of nation- 
states, forever engaged in competition for 
advantage, sometimes peacefully, sometimes 
by force of arms. In pursuit of this globalist 
fantasy world, we gravely weaken ourselves 


- in our ability to survive in the real world. 


Counter-measures 


And as far as Star Wars is concerned, it is 
doubtful whether its value will ever be much 


more than psychological. It will not be long - 


before the missiles against which it is aimed 
will be equipped with warning devices which 
will enable them to anticipate the approach 
of the defensive rocket and split into 
numerous smaller missiles, only one of 
which it can hit and destroy. History should 
have told us, again and again, that for every 
new piece of war technology there is always, 


sooner or later, a counter-technology. So it is - 


likely to be with the Star Wars programme. 
However, as long as Star Wars is intended to 
intimidate rather than actually be put into 
action, most probably this does not bother its 
enthusiasts overmuch! 

One likely impact on Britain will be that 


America’s anti-missile upgrade -will be. 


incorporated into the warning systems at 
Fylingdales and Menwith Hill in Yorkshire. 
If we really take seriously the idea that the 


‘rogue states’ will be firing missiles in a 


‘westerly direction, there is a good chance 


that these stations — nominally RAF bases 
but effectively outposts of the United States 
— will be in the front line. But much more 


“serious is the fact that the huge funding of the 


programme to which Britain will be expected 
to contribute will impose crippling financial 
burdens on us — burdens which we already 
have advance notice will lead to yet further 
cuts in our conventional defence capacity. In 
as much as defence planning has to be based 
on a perception of the most J/ikely war 
scenarios of the future, all historical 
evidence — long past and much more recent — 
points to Britain having to be prepared for 
Falklands-type conflicts in which national, 
not global, interests are at stake. Already our 


‘forces. have been emasculated to a degree 


that would render another Falklands operation 
quite impossible. Now, it seems, this process 
is to be taken a step further, with what is left 
of our arms budget lavished on a programme 
of questionable utility which has nothing 
whatever to do with the defence of the realm 
or any of its overseas areas of responsibility. 

Wewill, if Blair and the Tories have their 
way, be making an all-or-bust investment in 
President Bush’s schemes for a One World 
state, dominated by Washington, defended 
by Washington and dancing to the tune of 


- Washington (for just as long as it lasts). 


Is this. what the Thin Red Line at Waterloo 
fought for, what Nelson turned his blind eye 
for and the Battle of Britain pilots took to the 
air for? I think not. — 


All BNP members 
from the age of 16 - . 
24 need to join the 
Young BNP. Senda 
photocopy or 
~ hardcopy (it will be 
returned) of your 
i membership card and your 
details (name and address etc) to 
PO Box 28, Erith, DA8 2ZN. For those 
reading Spearhead who aren’t 
members of the Young British ' 
National Party,membershipis open | 
to those of British or kindred 

. European descent, above the age of 
14, and not over 24. Membership 
subs are £20 (£10 students). 

- All members 
receive monthly 
Members’ 
Bulletins. 
Website: 
www.bnp.org.uk \\ 
Telephone: 
07979 417 677 


IMAGE PROJECTION 


Aim for strength 
and efficiency! 


The following is taken from an internal bulletin published monthly 
by the National Alliance, which can be located at PO Box 90, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. We reproduce it because it contains 
some thoughts which we believe will be valuable to our readers. 


The world judges us not by what we are but by what we seem. 

That is why it is necessary for our published materials to be as 
nearly perfect as we can make them. We want to seem to the world to 
be professional, capable, careful. If a member, in his haste to get a 
leaflet distributed in response to a local situation, puts out material 
that looks amateurish or that uses the English language poorly, the 
discriminating men and women among that portion of the world that 
sees the leaflet will judge us to be amateurs or illiterates. And really, 
it is the discriminating men and women we are most eager to recruit. 
The ability to discriminate and the habit of discriminating are 
prerequisites for individual success. And it is upon our ability to 
recruit successful people that our success as an organisation will 
depend. 

If there is anything more important to our image than 
professionalism, it is strength. To the world we must always seem 
strong, never weak. That is the reason why we welcome most media 
publicity; despite the lies and the hostility of the media, their current 
fashion is to portray us as stronger than we are, with the aim of 
making the lemmings fear and hate us more. If we seem strong, 
however, we are respected, even by those who hate us; and, what is 
much more important, it is necessary for us to have the respect of 
those whom we seek to recruit. If we seem weak, then no-one 
respects us, and the only people who will want to associate them- 
selves with us are those who have the wrong motivations and with 
whom we don’t want to be associated. 

I will quote a portion of a letter I received a few days ago from a 
member in Idaho who is an attorney:- 

“T am writing concerning an incident at a meeting I attended last week 

in Coeur d’Alene, Idaho. I was at the meeting with a group of profess- 

ionals from around the state. Morris Dees (a notorious American ‘anti- 

racist’ agitator. Ed.) was giving his annual speech that evening to a 

sold-out crowd of 500 people. The motel was replete with uniformed 

and plain-clothes officers. The main road in front of the motel was lined 
with more than 50 patrol cars with their lights flashing. Outside the 
motel on a side street was a group of five men, who I later learned were 

Richard Butler and four skinheads in leathers and chains. There was a 


Our Editor’s comments 


Dr. PIERCE’S analysis of what constitutes 


Some advice 
from 
Dr. WILLIAM 
L. PIERCE 


swarm of TV cameras around them. They were protesting Dees’s speech. 
“The people around me were unanimous in expressing their hatred for 
Richard Butler. Not one person mentioned Butler’s constitutional right 
of free speech. I was the only person who expressed any support by 
commenting that it took balls to do what his group was doing. 

“The point of my letter is that they looked weak and pathetic. They 
were a freak show. No white person in his right mind would associate 
with them or even listen to them. I know that I wouldn’t if I hadn’t been 
educated already by the National Alliance. The white movement must 
stop showing itself in public until a group can assemble which shows 
strength. Until then, any public showing hurts the movement, just like 
Butler’s freak show. 

“White people want to see well-groomed and well-dressed men who 
show professionalism and strength. Bottom line: the public will follow 
a group that shows strength. More important: people of quality will 
take notice of strength, and those are the people we are trying to reach.” 


Of course, he is absolutely correct. Richard Butler is an honest and 
courageous man who gave everything for what he believed in, and 
lost everything. But the people he attracted were too often weak 
people - losers, ne’er-do-wells, jailbirds, crazies, substance abusers, 
retards - and they made up his public image. That image kept away 
from him the people he needed in order to be effective. 

Perhaps the public should be able to see beneath the superficial 
image to the substance inside; perhaps the public should be able to 
recognise truth no matter how it is packaged. The fact is, most 
members of the public can’t. They see only the image, not what is 
behind the image. This inability to see behind the image is charac- 
teristic of discriminating, successful people too: the professionals 
attending the Dees lecture in Coeur d’ Alene, for example. 

Professionalism and strength are the two essential elements of our 
image. We can maintain the image of professionalism by maintaining 
a high degree of control over our publications. We can avoid an 
image of weakness by not engaging in ill-advised public activities of 
the sort that our attorney member saw outside the Dees lecture. 
Public demonstrations with 25 or 30 of our members and supporters 
and 500 hostile counter-demonstrators project an image of weakness. 
If we must engage in public demonstrations at this time, let us choose 
our venue and our cause with care and plan the demonstration in 
detail. The time will come later when we can much more easily 
engage in demonstrations that project an image of strength. 


face of hostility. What it does mean is that they 
should not compromise their policies nor dilute 
the strength of their ideas in pursuit of the 


good imagery in politics is notable for what it 
does not say just as for what it says. It will be 
observed that nowhere does he mention the 
dilution of policies and political ideas so as to 
make them seem ‘softer’, ‘gentler’, more 
‘moderate’. He correctly gauges that members of 
the general public, when they recoil from a 
particular political movement, do so primarily 
because they perceive it to be small, weak, 
insignificant, even pathetic. This is the reason 
why ideas that were not considered ‘extreme’ 
half a century or a century ago are considered 
‘extreme’ today — because those espousing them 
do not any longer have the big battalions — of 
press, TV and politics — on their side, not 


because of any intrinsic undesirability about 
them. 

For the same reason, those who imagine that 
they will suddenly find the fast track to public 
support by presenting themselves as choirboys 
and their ideas in a much watered-down form 
are going to be sadly disillusioned. As long as 
this ‘gentler’ image goes hand-in-hand with 
weakness, they are going to be despised and 
rejected. 

This is not a summons to nationalists to adopt 
‘yobbish behaviour or conduct themselves with 
exaggerated aggression; on the contrary, they 
should, as Dr. Pierce’s colleague advises, be 
well-groomed and well-dressed. They should be 
polite to those to whom they speak, even in the 


phantom of greater popularity. 

Dr. Pierce is also right in stressing the impor- 
tance of professionalism — that is to say the 
presentation of an image of efficiency and 
competence. Counter-productive to this is 
shoddy, toilet-paper-type literature, written in 
bad English and full of mistakes in spelling, 
grammar and punctuation. When members of the 
public notice that the promotional aids used by 
nationalist organisations demonstrate that they 
are produced by intelligent, capable and skilled 
people, those aids will take on a ‘respectability’ 
that they would not otherwise possess. As Dr. 
Pierce makes clear, strength and efficiency are 
the keynotes in effective propaganda and recruit- 
ment. JHT. 
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LIKE IT OR NOT, modern-day 
marketing principles apply to political 
parties and their proposals just as much 
as to the business of flogging soap 
powder. This is witnessed by the massive 
sums of money spent 
by the globalist 
parties on adver- 
tising. Their adver- 
tising can be assessed 
by a quick perusal as 
being most often 
negative — that is 
denigrating the party perceived to be the 
greatest menace to their retention of 
lucrative positions. Alternatively, they 
will occasionally make vague claims to be 
acting for our people — mostly downright 
lies [spin] which many folk are beginning 
to see through. 

It is important to study the format and 
effectiveness of the globalists’ advertising 
in order to assess the potential for the British 
National Party to reap advertising benefit, 
given its limited financial resources. 

Advertising principles require that one’s 
brand name is well known. Fairly obvious, 
you may think, but just consider how much 
money is spent to launch a new product and 
get its name into the mind of the consumer 
— millions of pounds, on billboards, in 
newspapers and on the electronic brain- 
washer, television. 

How long does has it taken to get the 
name of the British National Party known? 
Some people still say, whenever the issue 
of race comes up: “Oh, you sound like the 
National Front.” This is a fading phen- 
omena but it proves the point. The BNP has 
been around nearly twenty years and is the 
biggest and most effective nationalist party 
in Britain — and some people don’t know it 
yet. This, despite the extensive coverage 
given to the BNP by the Biased Broad- 
casting Corporation and other propaganda 
hate machines of our globalist government. 

So, conclusion number one for the British 
National Party, or any other nationalist party 
around the world, is: 
dont’s change your 
name! 

Anyone even 
suggesting such a 
course is doing the 
cause a great dis- 
service. It smacks of 
treason — the under- 
hand betrayal. Be 
suspicious of anyone 
touting this proposal, 
although some may 
do it with good 
intent. 

Why should I 
consider it necessary 
to raise this point? 

Well, this is where 
we get into the 


question of ‘image’ — another word for 
branding, including how you are perceived, 
and its effect on positioning. Positioning is 
which part of the market you aim at and to 
how much of it you appeal. 


ABOUT BRANDING 
AND POSITIONING 


This is also affected by brand differen- 
tiation, how one is perceived as different to 
another. 

All these things are working for the 


JOHN FREEMAN 
contributes 


to the debate on 
image-projection 
in politics 
BNP — with the kind assistance of the 
globalists. 


Let’s look at why it is necessary for the 
party to keep its name at all costs. 


Image change won’t work 


Some people say that if only we could 
have a nice ‘friendly’ image, because our 
policies are so sound people would vote for 
us and we would win. Let us change our 
name because it’s got a ‘bad’ image 
attached to it, then everything will be OK! 

A basic grasp of marketing and an aware- 
ness of the wickedness embodied in the 
globalist traitors, together with a review of 
nationalist history, should spark realisation 
in the simplest of minds that this just “ain’t 
gonna work.” 

For those who might need a refresher, 


a 


WELL-ESTABLISHED BRAND 


It has taken many years to make the BNP and its roundel nationally known. It would 


be folly to change it now. 


it’s the establishment’s media hate machine 
which gives nationalist parties the ‘bad 
image’, and this is done because those 
controlling the machine are afraid of our 
policies. Your name is your name; it is its 
association with 
negative images 
which temporarily 
restrains people from 
voting for you — and, 
note, this is not 
totally effective [The 
reason for this is 
another subject]. The media would think 
nothing of spending another few billion 
pounds (including the BBC licence-payers’ 
money) to do a similar hatchet job on the 
Squeeky Clean Nationalist Party, the new 
Butter-Wouldn’t-Melt- in-Our-Mouth 
Nationalist Party or any other party name 
you may care to concoct. For proof, just 
look around the world; if it’s nationalist its 
name is smeared. Why?, because nation- 
alism is the only real alternative to the 
globalist consensus of the ic New World 
Odour. 

If you want a good image, change your 
policies to those of treason and appease- 
ment, be prepared to lick a.... — and you 
might not even get to power then. Look at 
the liberals! 

The upside is that the globalists won’t 
say mean things about you and hurt your 
feelings. Unfortunately you won’t save your 
folk or your nation either, but what’s that 
compared to the approval of traitors? 

I think ve made my point; it only 
surprises me it should need repeating every 
few years. 

So, we’re going to keep the name ‘British 
National Party’, no matter what. Be proud of 
it! 


So what about our “bad image’, which 
holds us back? 

To which I would reply: what bad 
image? The party’s image is part of its 
market positioning and — much, much more 
important — its brand differentiation. 

And this is 
where we get to the 
really good bit; I 
bet any traitors 
reading the next 
few paragraphs will 
bite night through - 
their lips. 

The globalist 
parties are using 
marketing concepts 
ahead of political 
debate to attract 
voters. 

And they apply 
the same concepts 
to the BNP when 
they arrange media 
hatchet jobs. 

In order to 
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capture the greatest market, commercially, 
it is desirable to position one’s product at a 
point called the ‘norm’. That is in mid- 
market with the greatest catchment width. 
All of the globalist parties try to do this. 
The BNP is, through hatchet-job TV pro- 
grammes, pushed outside the norm position. 


Brand Differentiation 


Now, this is where we come to our friend 
called ‘Brand Differentiation’. 

People ‘choose’ one brand rather than 
another because they perceive a difference — 
or differences. These are known as Unique 
Selling Propositions [USPs]. The USPs are 
raised in their minds as benefits which they 
find desirable and can accrue to them from 
choosing a particular brand. 

The more differences, the more benefits. 
And it is preferable that the different 
product has an emotional attribute. 

Anyone starting to notice the BNP and its 
policies being covered here? It gets better. 

When more than one brand seeks to 
occupy the norm position, or squabble over 
it, as the globalist parties do, the effect is to 
nullify perceived differences. When con- 
sumers are confronted by products which 
resemble one another in terms of Unique 
Selling Propositions — that is to say there is 
very little discernible difference, or even 
none at all, between them — the consumer 
(in this case the British voter) begins to 
look elsewhere for something different. 

Ah! Give us proof, you say. Reassure us! 

OK, look at the fall-off in turnout at the 
polling stations since the Labour and 
Conservative parties betrayed their tradit- 
ional supporters and invested in globalism. 
Listen to their words and they all sound the 
same. They seek and actively engage each 
other for the ‘middle ground’; they even use 
these same words. 

This tendency by the main parties of 
betrayal removes, in the mind of the voter, 
any differences. How many people have 
you heard say: “Oh, they’re all the same” or 
“Tm not voting — there’s no difference”? 

I encourage you to go around saying the 
same thing, and then add: “So this time I’m 
voting BNP.” I throw this in as an aside. 

The truly cynical will now ask why, if 
these invisible market forces are at work, 
have not the people turned to the BNP? 

The answer is simple. Many do vote 
BNP. Many others do not have a chance 
because there is no candidate. However, in 
as much as so many people are boycotting 
the globalist parties you are already 
witnessing the scenario taking place... 

For many, the BNP is the next move. 
They have already stopped voting for the 
globalist parties. The first part of the 
process has taken effect. There is no dis- 
cernible difference between the three 
globalist parties, and so the consumers 
refuse to make a choice. Labour, Conser- 


vative and Liberal Democrat politicians and 
media pundits call it ‘voter apathy’; the 
idiots don’t seem to know (or will not 
admit) that there’s more to it than that, and 
that what is turning the voters off is lack of 
any real alternative. 

Now the voters need to find out that 
what they seek is what the BNP has — and 
then the niche market [a definition follows] 
begins to expand. The voters will come to 
the BNP; it will establish a new competitive 
norm. The competition will start to take on 
some of the USPs of the new norm. It’s 
been happening for some time — for 
example, the Tories [at least some of them] 
on race, the left on global trade. Note the 
fear of others to discuss race — they know 
that they cannot win in this market. 


Syphoning attempt 

The introduction of the UKIP [United 
Kingdom Independence Party] by the 
globalists was an attempt to syphon off 
support moving towards the new norm 
being created by the BNP [and reinforced 
by government smears]. Look how much it 
cost — millions of pounds. It worked, 
temporarily. It also served to move people 
away from their usual brand. Once brand 
loyalty is broken down, the search is on for 
a replacement. 

What all this means is that the market is 
moving the BNP’s way. Notice that image 
changes are only ever advocated after the 
party has had successes. Its successes come, 
in part, because of what some believe to be 
its ‘bad image’ — which I would say is 
simply another image. People support a 
party while it has a ‘bad image’, so why 
should they believe that an image change 
would improve things for others? Beware 
the ‘image-change’ advocate! 

At present the BNP is appealing to a 
niche market. That is, a market which is a 
specialist market. A market which lies 
outside the norm, but this is changing. 
Niche markets can be expanded, and by 
their very nature they draw in the best, most 
adventurous and most discriminating ~ 
people first [no pun intended! ]. 
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FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the purpose of 
ensuring our magazine’s continued survival in new circumstances in which it is going 
_ to be facing reduced sales and advertising through the British National Party network 
due to the decision of the party leadership to launch a new and separate magazine. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead will be asked to pay a subscription of a minimum 
of £10 a month, in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of 
each monthly issue for redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). This subs- 
cription may be paid by ordinary cheque or by direct debit, in which case details of our 
bank and account number will be supplied on request. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead will be undertaking certain other promotions, 
details of which will be advertised as they occur. 

We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the UK but around 
the world, will rally to help us in this new project. 

Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at our usual address: PO Box 2471, Hove, 


It is precisely the actions of the globalists 
in squabbling over the middle ground — 
while simultaneously generating propa- 
ganda lies to push perceptions of the BNP 
away from that position — that work in 
favour of the BNP. 

The BNP does not have the finances nor 
access to the media lie machines but it does 
have ‘folk-speak’. 

Folk-speak is what people talk about in 
clubs, pubs at work and in the home. You 
know, for instance, that Hoover is a brand 
of vacuum cleaner, but the name is used for 
all vacuum cleaners. That is folk-speak. 
Companies spend millions of pounds to 
make their products household names, but 
the media hate machines do it for the BNP 
for nothing! 

Don’t worry that they attempt to smear 
the BNP. Intelligent people already distrust 
the blighters, and the distrust is growing. 

To people in the BNP I would say: be 
pleased to be different. It works for you! 

Just keep doing what you are doing and 
the voters will come to you. Most of all, do 
not get neurotic about the party’s ‘image’ 
but maintain your stance on principle. It is 
your main USP, and the globalists do not 
have it; worse for them, they are perceived 
by most people to have no principles at all. 
It is a difference, a reason to ‘buy’ your 
product, remember? 

You can show what liars the media hate 
machines are simply by being a nice, clean 
pleasant and polite representative of your 
party — a bit of practical image-enhance- 
ment. Once you start to do that, the credib- 
ility of the hate machines will fall away at 
an exponential rate, evidenced by Derek 
Beacon’s increased vote second time around. 

Finally, research proves that when con- 
sumers are at a loss to find any real differ- 
ences upon which to base their choices they 
turn to their long-term memories to provide 
alternatives, which do provide differences, 
from which to make their choice.... 

Enter a BNP, which has not changed 
its name, or image, and offers many 
different policies for the regeneration of 
Britain. 
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BRITAIN is not a ‘multi-cultural’ society, 
and could not be one even if its people 
wished it. 

The only people who Say otherwise are 
the politicians and the media, who together 
comprise the oligarchs who run this 
hapless country. 

Take the comments of Peter Riddell, a 
leading liberal journalist whose generic 
opinions mirror largely those of his cohorts 
in the press, many of whom use the same 
type of syntax and adopt the same air of 
self-righteousness. Riddell criticised MP 
John Townend’s claim that “our homo- 
genous Anglo-Saxon society has been 
seriously undermined by massive immig- 
ration...” That view, said Riddell, “is not 
only obnoxious but is also historical 
nonsense on a vast scale.” 

Yet on other occasions Riddell and his 
cohorts have said: “Britain is a multi- 
cultural society.” If so, then clearly there 
is not one culture but many, and Townend 
is therefore right. Dr. David Coleman, the 
Oxford academic demographer, wrote: 
“The claim that the British population has 
been transformed radically by post-war 
immigration seems no more than the 
truth... immigration is ceasing to be a 
matter to be discussed freely... the 
acceptability of comment on major 
political issues such as this should not be 
a matter of taste, or of nervousness 
about giving offence, only of truth and 
evidence.” 

Richard Hoggart, a respected veteran 
commentator on British cultural trends, 
wrote in his The Way We Live Now: “The 
phrase ‘We are now a multicultural 
society...’ is often aggressively and loosely 
used, as though the speaker thinks Britain 
is by now a patchwork of several roughly 
equal ethnic and religious groups.” 

Riddell and others have hoist themselves 
on their own petard far too often in the 
race and immigration debate. Their generic 
_ liberal opinions are frequently based on 
factually incorrect assumptions. “Britain 
has long been a diverse society,” say 
most journalists. Yet the immigrants only 
started coming here from the 1950s 
onwards, so Britain has only recently 
become a diverse society. 


SELF-CONTRADICTION 


They say that multi-culturalism is 
‘enriching’. Yet their own press stories 
reveal a sordid world of ethnic crime and 
alienation, race tribunals and communal 
resentment. Now they have dropped that 
angle, and say instead that we need 
millions more immigrants to fulfil labour 
shortages. But in a crowded country like 
Britain the social and economic disben- 
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The end of multi-culturalism? 


efits vastly outweigh any benefits. Millions 
more houses and schools will have to be 
built to accommodate the new arrivals, 
many of whom will be dependents and 
their families. 

The argument could be put more simply: 
we do not need more immigrants because 


Despite the barrage 
of liberal propaganda 
on race, says 
ANTONY MILNE, 
world trends are 
working in the 
opposite direction 


we do not need the goods or services 
most of them provide. There is a glut of 
cars, electronic gadgets, clothes, food 
and commodities of all kinds. Sweatshop 
industries exist because crooked entre- 
preneurs want to make a fast buck by 
trying to undercut national pay rates and 
world commodity prices. 

The problem is that most journalists 
are not people of much intellect and 
simply cannot handle the dramatic social 
and racial changes that have overtaken 
this country in such a short space of time. 
They fail to realise that ethnic minorities 
are members of ‘diasporas’. One Asian 
wrote to the press recently saying that: 


| La rie 
imi 


A PICTURE THAT TELLS ITS OWN STORY 


“We have not come here as Asians and 
Africans but as Britons.” This is clearly 
not the case, since London is now full of 
first-generation Africans and Indians who 
retain their own passports. They are not 
even ‘British’ in the legal sense. 

Worse, the media fail to see that imm- 
igration is a political issue, and is the 
direct result not of ‘globalizing’ trends but 
of unchecked governmental policies. This 
is why media people should beware of the 
word ‘racism’. It is not a word used by 
the general public itself, and neither is it 
used among Third World peoples, where 
ethnic and tribal tensions are often rife. 

No other ethnic nation has tried with 
such desperation to disconnect nationality 
from race purely for the benefit of the 
diaspora communities they have allowed 
in. 


OUR REAL ORIGINS 


Robin Cook, the Foreign Secretary, 
declares to the world that Britain’s 
strength lies in its ‘multi-cultural origins’, 
the recent Third World immigrants just 
adding to an already rich stock. The 
Americans seem to know better. A briefing 
note at the website of the US State 
Department said recently: “Contemporary | 
Britons are descended mainly from the 
varied ethnic stocks that settled there 
before the 11th century. The pre-Celtic, 
Celtic, Roman, Anglo-Saxon and Norse 
influences were blended in Britain under 
the Normans, (the) Scandinavian Vikings 
who had lived in northern France.” 


This is a scene from Bradford during the recent racial trouble there. The hostile looks 

on the faces of these young Asians are indicative of a still strong tribal attitude. The 

truth is that they have not integrated, and largely do not want to integrate, into British 
society. 


That a leading British politician tells lies 
about the kind of people he is governing 
and has to be put right by foreigners 
testifies to the growing régime-like 
character of this country. Not a single 
British journalist has contradicted Cook’s 
remarks. 

One problem is the dumbing down of 
the British media. Britain now has no 
serious daily journal akin to Le Monde or 
the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung. As a 
result, the kind of writer employed by 
British papers has changed. What we get 
now is just someone who has gone on a 
media course and has only a cursory 
knowledge of world cultures and foreign 
affairs. 


POLITICALLY CORRECT JUDGES 


Apart from media bias, several other 
features have contributed to Britain’s 
immigration fiasco. Judges are now 
allowing illegal immigrants to stay in this 
country despite the Home Secretary’s 
attempt to remove them (this growing 
politicization of the judiciary has taken 
even liberals by surprise). 


ee 
Nation, na’shun, n. a body of people born of the 
same stock: the people inhabiting the same 
country, or under the same government: a race: a 
great number: an old division of students in univ- 
ersities.[Fr., — L. nationem — nasci, natus, to be 
born. } 

From Chambers’s Twentieth Century Dictionary, 
pub. 1933. 


Secondly, the Commission for Racial 
Equality (CRE) is a powerful executive 
Trojan Horse whose sole purpose is to 
determine the direction of Britain’s immig- 
ration policy. Other European politicians 
have not restricted their own autonomy in 
this way. 

And only in Britain is the immigration 
issue discussed on the nation’s airwaves 
with the ethnic minorities themselves 
who represent the sending countries. In 
other European countries asylum and 
immigration issues are discussed by indig- 
enous commentators, acting as spokes 
men for the actual receiving communities. 

Now there is pressure from the wider 
community for more openness about imm- 
igration issues. This suggestion greatly 
embarrasses the media, constantly 
hectoring authoritarian states for supp- 
ressing unfavourable opinions. Belatedly, 
the chiefs of the media are beginning to 
realize that they are fast getting out of 
kilter with not only European intellectuals 
but with what is happening in the rest of 
the world. 

‘Multiculturalism’ is increasingly viewed 
as an outdated 20th century concept, the 
product of the totalitarian (communist) 
mass movements that tried to remould, 
‘modernise’ and politicise their societies. 
In the process, of course, they brought 


war, dislocatiqn and oppression to Europe. 

Professor Samuel Huntington says the 
West is in decline because its liberal élite 
has confused ‘modernization’ with ‘west- 
ernization’, when the latter actually means 
European Christian civilization. Liberals 
hence are in the process of rapidly 
destroying their own ‘modernizing’ 
capacity by bringing in other competing 
civilizations, many with overtly un- 
western views, to live within European 
borders. 

Despite this, the world is now reverting 
to the 19th century concept of nation- 
alism. All European races, virtually alone 
in the world, live in genuine pedigree 
nations. They are ancestral peoples 
surrounded by landscapes upon which 
they have built their own preserved 
heritage. The inhabitants hence have a 
shared history (rather than merely shared 
political values). Most people in devel- 
oping countries are members no more 
than tribes. The languages they speak do 
not match up with the names of the 
places they are living in, the frontiers of 
which were decided upon arbitrarily in the 
18th and 19th centuries, and in large part 
by western powers. 

Further, most intellectuals in foreign 
lands are nationalists, since they often 
oppose the autocratic régimes that govern 
them and wish to hand back power to their 
own people. 

Some 25 new countries have come 
into existence since the end of the Cold 
War. All civil wars in the last decade have 
been about nationality and sovereignty. 
No people has been prepared to fight in 
the cause of membership of supra-national 
institutions or of multi-culturalism. 

Some western academics are becoming 
increasingly scathing about recent develop- 
ments. Sir Alfred Sherman points to the 
danger to social stability and democracy if 
immigration continues on its present 
scale. Professor J.P. Duquid of the Univer- 
sity of Dundee wrote recently: “Firm action 
by governments to prevent replacament 
immigration is obstructed by opinion- 
leaders whose misguided altruism leads 
them to favour helping foreigners at the 
expense of their fellow countrymen ... ” 

William Pfaff, author of The Wrath of 
Nations, wrote, in regard to immigration: 
“It is the duty of a government to be 
selfish in the sense of looking after its 
people first... We can be charitable but 
not if this endangers the well-being of our 
families or those for whom we are 
responsible ... “ 

Ludovic Kennedy also wrote: “In the 
past immigration has greatly enriched this 
country, but to allow any more will 
aggravate what is already a growing lack 
of balances.” 

At last, the liberals may be losing their 
monopoly of the immigration and nation- 
ality debate! 


Jews celebrate 
Oxford ban 
on Irving 


HISTORIAN David Irving, as was 
always predictable, was banned from 
speaking in a debate at the Oxford 
Union last month after agitation, 
largely orchestrated by Jewish groups, 
caused the Union to withdraw an 
invitation to the historian. 

The cancellation of the debate was 
made just a day before it was due to be 
held. It came after tremendous 
pressure had been applied to get it 
stopped. At an all-night Union meeting 
a vote of 95 to 15 was delivered in 
support of the ban. 


In a front page report in the Jewish 
Chronicle on May 11th it was stated 
that the National Union of Students 
had welcomed the decision, and — 
mark these words -— “applauded the 
Union of Jewish Students for spear- 
heading the opposition, which had also 
included Hindu, Sikh and Muslim 
students.” 

So once again we find that coal- 
itions of ethnic minorities in Britain, led 
by the most powerful and influential 
minority of all, are able to dictate who 
may be allowed to speak at a British 
University. Sad times! 

But none of this should excuse the 
cowardice of indigenous white British 
members of the student body in caving 
in to the minority pressure. 

Readers of Spearhead will recall that 
in March the androgenous, partly black 
American ‘pop’ idol Michael Jackson 
was given a huge welcome by the 
Oxford Union, when he delivered a 
speech about his unhappy childhood. It 
just goes to show that these days the 
Union does not want to engage in 
really serious discussion about any- 
thing but would prefer the presence of 
a prancing stage performer to that of a 
learned, if controversial, historical 
polemicist. 

This is just another illustration that 
Britain has ceased to be an adult 
country. 


JAMES THURGOOD 
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This is an abridged reproduction of an article which first 


; a = e 
appeared in Gothic Ripples newsletter, to which we owe 
acknowledgements. Gothic Ripples can be obtained from 
Thorgarth, Greenhow Hill, Harrogate, N. Yorks. HG3 5JQ. 
SMOKE AND FLAMES arise from farms far and wide as 
the foot-and-mouth disease bestrides our land, and 
sacrificial killing and burning of farm animals, not only f = 
be collected from the nearest post office four miles away, 
The agricultural calamity has excited the urban zealots of 


those already infected but also those deemed at immediate 
liberalism — hothouse creatures of the concrete jungles who Th e fo ot-an d- mout h Cc ris is 
yf 


the farm track which connects both of us to the nearest 
public road being closed by disease restriction notices to 
deliveries, including that of the postman, so that mail has to 


risk, is decreed as imperative, and proceeds apace. Farmers 
who have so far escaped a visit of the virus lose their sleep 
dreading the morning inspection, and those who have had a 

visit lose more sleep calculating the catastrophic loss of their 

capital and income. Although not a farmer myself, I live 

alongside their fears and woes, my home being a former 

decry and agitate against anything and everything supportive of a 

national community of Aryans, such as immigration restriction says CO L IN JO RD A N, h as 
or trade protection, to take advantage of it to declare British 

agriculture to be outmoded, and best to be allowed, if not brought out of the woodwork 
encouraged, to die off in favour of importing more or less all our . ‘ a 
food, while importing more and more persons from abroad to t h e@ Corrosive Ur. bani te hber. als 


small farm and my nearest neighbour a sheep farmer, and 
take up jobs and to enrich our culture. An open door to foreign 


food and foreign settlers are fundamentals of the foreign wh O woul d lik e to see our 

mindedness of these deracinated frequenters of the bistros and z . 

wine bars of the big city who conceive the whole world as their ag cul tur e di Sapp Car 

habitat, and the global mobility of goods and bodies and ideas as ee eee 

the only way to peace and progress. being despised as relatively insignificant or fanciful illusion. 
With ‘cheap’ food available from abroad, the cultivation of our 

NO LONGER ‘USEFUL’ soil and the care and continuance of our herds and flocks is an 


old-fashioned pastime which no longer pays, and should be 

The Independent newspaper is pre-eminently the roosting discarded, the current foot-and-mouth epidemic being viewed by 
place of the liberal i//uminati. Thus we found in its issue of the them as having the advantage of hastening the decline and aban- 
23rd Mar ch 2001 a Deborah Orr intoning the last rites for what donment of an outdated industry. What they really look forward 


was once Britain’s staple industry, but which now inher eman- _to is a countryside relegated to the role of an expanse of country 
cipated opinion has outlived its usefulness and should not be clubs, golf courses, theme parks and recreational areas where 
preserved. Here are a few gems from her wisdom: “The agri- they can exercise themselves and their dogs, and ramblers from 
culture industry in Britain is not economically viable.” “ ... the town can be free to roam. 

tourist trade is expected to expand, unlike poor old agriculture, To challenge them first on their own ground of ‘cheapness’, 
which is expected to die slowly, quietly and inexorably...” let it be said that to a very great extent they are vendors of 


“Agriculture must struggle on 
in some form for some time, 
but only to provide a backdrop 
to the thrusting young service 
industry that is really bringing 
wonga into the rural economy.” 
“Farming 1s all over bar the 
shouting, and land-owning is 
back.” 

For the apostles of a one- 
world economy such as this 
Deborah Orr, it is the economic 
analysis and the almighty cause 
of ‘cheapness’ which count animals from which it is 
supreme — everything to do ss : derived in other than organic 
with a national and racial This cattle funeral pyre may represent more than the current farming are the victims of 


illusion — in that the food in 
question is cheap in its nutrit- 
ional content as well as, and | 
because of, its price. In the 
case of crops, and whether 
produced at home or abroad, 
and unless expensively 
organic, the food is the prod- 
uct of drugged and depleted 
soil. Subsequently it is subject 
to extractive and additive 
processing which devitalises. 
In the case of meat, the 


heritage which is not to be foot-and-mouth epidemic. It could be symbolic of the destiny of chemical treatment of one kind 
expressed in pounds and pence, British farming if the liberals and globalists have their way. or another, ultimately delet- 
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erious to both the animals themselves and the consumers of their 
flesh, 

This preceding paragraph brings us to the question why 
British livestock are succumbing on such a scale to this 
foot-and-mouth disease. Could it be that their natural resistance 
to disease in general has been undermined by modern practices 
resorted to in order to boost the animals as meat suppliers in 
compliance with the dogma of liberal capitalism that quantity 
and cheapness in cash terms count above all else? This is the 
opinion of a cattleman who provided a long article for the 
London Sunday Telegraph (4th March 2001). Modern farming 
methods, he said, subject cows to an unnatural diet of supple- 
ments and antibiotics which makes them permanently unhealthy 
and results in a disease-ridden industry that makes costly 
epidemics inevitable. “I am nauseated,” he said, “by the idea of 
eating the meat of sick animals pumped full of antibiotics.” 

If we were not expending such an enormous part of our 
national resources on alien causes — be it the cost of enforcing 
coloured immigration on this country and massively subsidising 
the coloureds here and abroad, or global interventions such as 
that in Yugoslavia and Iraq — we could, among other things, 
fund effective research into such disease of animals along with 
those of humans. There is nothing ‘cheap’ about being a global 
busybody and a lady bountiful to internal and external Africans 
and Asians. 


VITAL TO THE NATION 


The second and overwhelming argument against those cosmo- 
politans who contend that we should discard our agriculture 
because the ‘cheapest’ food from abroad is best is that a large 
and thriving agriculture is vital to a nation as the virtual heart of 
its body politic. A nation needs for its health of mind to have a 
sufficiently large part of its people bound up in the cyclical 
processes of Nature in an intercourse of blood and soil, an 
integration of land and people, whereby there is an organic 
growth of custom and tradition and perception of identity, the 
core of heritage; this pulsating to the rest of the population as 
from a heart, and forming the ethos of the nation. It is thus that 
patriotism and its component cohesiveness of community are 


nourished, and without these a nation falls sick, as is the 
condition of Britain today. Thus a nation’s base in a thriving 
agriculture which the likes of Deborah Orr would deny us is a 
value completely outside and exceeding the cash evaluations of 
these cosmopolitans. 

The blend of blood and soil and belief essential to a thriving 
nation is still to be found in the predominantly agricultural 
Yorkshire Dales in which I live, and where ancestors of mine 
have lived and farmed time out of mind. Most of the farmers 
work small hill farms of sheep and cattle. Despite all the derac- 
inating, eroding and corrupting influences of global thought and 
practice, much of the England of old lives on in them. Many are 
of families who have farmed here for centuries, quite a number 
going back to the days of Viking settlement here, recorded in 
place names and dialect. They know and take pride in their 
ancestry and its roots in the Dales and cherish old values and 
habits. 

In addition to the spiritual and cultural justification for a 
flourishing agriculture, there is the issue of national security in 
respect of our food in the event of dispute or conflict with other 
countries, and the stimulus to national morale which a degree of 
independence in this respect brings. The advocates of global 
fusion fantasise that unrestricted mobility of men and materials 
throughout the world makes for universal harmony, but both 
experience and common sense hold otherwise. Independence, 
rather than dependence, lessens the likelihood of friction. 

Furthermore, a British agriculture possessed of that indepen- 
dence can not only aim at the greatest extent of home production 
sensibly possible — accepting that complete self-sufficiency is 
likely to be always out of reach — but can gradually increase its 
content of organic farming which is so desirable if we are to aim 
at providing the nation with high nutrition free of that chemical 
treatment of one kind or another which is suspected of contrib- 
uting to such a vastness of ill-heath in this purported year of 
progress 2001. It may well be that that we have to pay more for 
more nutritious and harmless food in revolt against the ‘cheap- 
ness’ available in deficient and polluted food, but for anyone 
who puts high value of his or her health and longevity it is a 
higher price well worth paying in preference to extravagance on 
things of lesser importance. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


Hiawatha’s Rabbit Hunt, Bugs was shown 
outwitting an Indian (sorry, Native American), 
and today this is impermissible. 

* * * 


WITH Britain’s defence budget being 
trimmed to the bone, it is all a question of 
sorting out priorities. It has recently been 
revealed that a dozen servicewomen per year 
are being given breast implants at a cost of 
£2,500 a time. The annual bill therefore stands 
at £30,000. 


* * * 


A MAN serving life for murder wanted to be able 
to donate sperm so that his wife could be artific- 
ially inseminated. His appeal was turned down 
by a court, and he will now be taking it to the 
House of Lords. He is on legal aid, and the 
Lords application is estimated as costing 
£500,000. 


* * * 


“BRIGHTON & Hove Council’s services are for 
everyone. Brighton & Hove Council values all 
people living and working in Brighton & Hove, 
woman or man, black or white, lesbian, gay or 
heterosexual, with an impairment or not, 
irrespective of age, income, health, belief or 


ethnic origin.” (From an information booklet 
published by said Council on council tax and 
business rates). 

* * * 


NURSES in Newport (South Wales) are to be 
turfed out of their hospital accommodation to 
make way for new recruits from the Philipp- 
ines, who are regarded as “desperately 
needed.” 

The staff facing eviction at the Royal 
Gwent Hospital say rented accommodation in 
the town could cost them double what they’ve 
been paying, and this could cause them to quit 
the profession. 

* * * 


A DOZEN Bugs Bunny cartoons have been 
dropped from TV because they are deemed to 
contain elements of ‘racism’. 

It is considered that the the classic episodes, 
some dating back 60 years, give an ‘unfavour- 
able’ portrayal of Blacks and ‘Native Americans’ 
(Indians to you). Apparently, in one story, 


THREE paedophiles belonging to a porn ring 
were recently freed by a judge on the grounds 
that children would be “better protected” if they 
were kept out of prison. This despite the fact that 
the trio admitted more than 100 sex offences, 
with one of them confessing that he cannot be 
cured. 

The judge, Simon Coltart, attempted to justify 
his ruling by saying that the public’s “long-term 
interest” would be better served by the men 
receiving help on the outside. : 

* * x 


NICOLE HAMMAN is a South African 
teenager (white) who came to Britain to visit 
her sister, living in Newport Pagnell. On 
arrival at Heathrow she was given a severe 
grilling by immigration officers and her 
luggage thoroughly searched. She was then 
kicked out of the UK, having been refused a 
six-month visitors’ visa. Apparently, Immig- 
ration thought, from a letter in her bag, that 
she was seeking to work in this country. 
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ONCE there would have been no need 
for this article. In fact, its subject 
matter would have been unbelievable 
not too many years ago. Once almost 
everyone was complacent enough to 
think that such things only existed in 
South America or East Asia. Corrup- 
tion and sleaze in British public aff- 
airs seem to have swept up from 
nowhere, to permeate every aspect of 
our national life, like a gigantic and 
all-pervasive tidal wave of green 
slime. 

Besides the blatant examples like the 
Hamilton case, during which the public 
learned the interesting information that 
you can rent an MP just as you renta 
taxi, a more subtle culture of deceit 
seems to have taken over government 
departments. We are endlessly told of 
the alleged economic good times we are 
supposedly enjoying, yet in the villages 
of western Newcastle such as Benwell, 
Denton or Gosforth — just as in many 
other places — less than 25per cent of 
the local folk have any earned income. 
Alas, these Geordies are still foolish 
enough to elect some New Labour robot 
- I can’t even remember his name - 
though apparently only a fifth of them 
voted last time, and the figure will be 
even lower this time. 

The controlled media do take care to 
get the terminology right, however. Thus 
Anna Ford will drone on on TV about 
dissident Serbs boycotting elections in a 
rigged system, but when the self-same 
process happens in Britain the boy- 
cotters become apathetic couch 
potatoes! 

One major area of corruption in 
public life is party funding. The two 
major system parties have moved a 


From the 
sink of 
corruption 


great deal from their points of origin to 
merge, effectively, into one grand 
coalition of squabbling, pushy lawyers 
on the make. As has been said many 


definition, are unlikely to donate to 
‘local’ political parties - unless, of course, 
a pretty good quid-pro-quo comes their 
way! 

Hence the incredible attraction which 
both Labour and Tory feel towards mill- 
ionaires, both parties being seemingly 
hypnotised by huge wads of cash, as if 
held in the glance of a snake. Indeed it 
seems quite likely that if Cap’n Bob 
Maxwell hadn’t fallen or been pushed 
overboard from his yacht, he’d now be 
the respected ‘Lord Maxwell’, New 
Labour leader in the Upper House! 

Surely, only the lure of lucre could 
explain the appeal of dubious 
characters like the Hinduja brothers to 


IAN BUCKLEY reports on the goings on 
in the camp of the Blair Government and 
its rich friends among the globalist élite 


times in these pages, both are the 
submissive creatures of the multi- 
nationals and the U.S. power structure. 


Unions’ disillusionment 

Unions, once the overwhelming 
contributors to the old-style Labour 
Party, not unnaturally see little point in 
supporting a governing clique which has 
done so little for their members. 
Likewise, the Conservatives were once 
backed to the hilt by big business. Until a 
couple of decades ago there was plenty 
of British big business willing to donate 
to the Tories, but after the mis- titled 
Conservatives’ work of demolition, most 
of our remaining large-scale industry is 
owned by foreigners. Such firms, by 


TONY WITH CRONIES 
Here Premier Blair (with usual inane grin) is seen chatting to Gopichand 
Hinduja, with brother Srichand in the background. Of course, the passports 
issued to these two had nothing to do with their gift to Tony’s Dome! 
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certain members of the Government. 
Both Gopichand and Srichand Hinduja 
face investigation for involvement in 
not one, but two, crooked arms deals 
back in their native India. But the estab- 
lishment’s political class now seems 
completely contemptuous about its 
surrounding web of corruption, a 
cardinal example of what the ancient 
ancient Greeks termed hubris, the over- 
weening arrogance that eventually 
overwhelms all conquerors (globalisers 
not excepted). 

Surprisingly, these would-be immig- 
rants received a helping hand from 
Maggie “Swamped” Thatcher who sent a 
little letter to the Government on their 
behalf, as did Ted Heath. But then not 
every would-be immigrant has £500 
million in the bank! 


Culture of secrecy 


One of the most disgraceful features 
of British public life is the manner in 
which corruption combines with the 
culture of secrecy. Other countries, 
notably the U.S.A., may have equally 
dishonest politicians, but at least 
wrong-doing there is more easily 
detected and publicised. Our major 
financial-political scandals, such as 
BCCI and Guinness, were only brought 
to light due to investigations in the U:S. 
Even India has a more robust approach 
towards official wrongdoing! 

The bribes scandal in the Bofors arms 
case back there has apparently done no 
harm whatever to the Hindujas in their 
numerous meetings with the ‘great and 
bad’, including Bill Clinton, George 
Bush, Al Gore and Michael Heseltine. 
This is not to mention the ubiquitous 
Keith Vaz, who usually seems to act as 
the Hindujas’ ‘gofer’ in the Commons. 

In spite of all the scandal, Tony Blair 


has not seen fit to return Cherie’s £1,000 
sari, given by the Hindujas to the couple 
when they attended a Diwali celebration 
some time back. Nor has he given back 
the £2 million that his fixer Lord Levy 
received from the Hindujas as a donation 
to the dismal Dome. By the way, that £2 
million gift was towards the Dome’s 
‘Faith Zone’, but we all know the real 
faith of our Lords and Masters: in the 
power and glory of mammon. 


Media pressure 

Even more insidious than this, 
however, is the subtle pressure exerted 
by media moguls and the soothsayers of 
capital. Mrs. Smith, of Gasworks Terrace, 
may vote in the election, while Rupert 
Murdoch does not, but who will have 
more influence over government policy? 
Murdoch’s chief lobbyist and policy 
adviser, Dr. Irwin Stelzer, is a regular 
visitor to both Nos. 10 and 11 Downing 


HAVE YOU ever wondered why in the race 
debate (if such it can be called) which takes 
place in the mainstream media liberals and 
‘anti-racists’ - which means almost every- 
one — adopt arguments of such transparent 
silliness as to insult the public’s intelligence? 

To illustrate what | mean, let me take just 
two examples. One was provided in the 
leader article of The Spectator of the 5th 
May, headed ‘Townend and the Crusties’. 
John Townend will of course be instantly 
recognisable — he’s the Tory who dared to 
say that immigration was endangering Brit- 
ain’s native culture, and then quickly backed 
down and apologised when Hague threat- 
ened to throw him out of the party. As for 
the ‘Crusties’, this is what the Spectator 
leader writer calls the mob who demon- 
strated against global capitalism on May 
Day. To that writer, these two parties have 
in common the fact that they are opposed to 
the consequences of economic liberalism — 
specifically the free movement of capital 
and people. 

Leaving aside the former, let us look at 
what The Spectator has to say about the 
latter. In reply to Townend, its writer invokes 
the ‘Out-of-Africa’ theory of human origins, 
talking of a species which once “shared 
roughly the same quotient of body hair and 
skin pigmentation.” He went on to say:- 

“There then followed, over hundreds of 
millennia, a period of dispersal. Some 
human beings ended up in Northern Europe, 
where it rains, and they grew pale and 
blond; others stayed in Africa and devel- 
oped skins rich in melanin.” 

The Spectator leader's message clearly 
is that the enormous diversity of human 
races is essentially due to geographical and 
climatic influences. The obvious poppycock 
of this idea should hardly need explaining. 
So paleness and blondness were acquired 
in the northern climate! How then does the 


Street.. Stelzer, a multi-millionaire in his 
own right, is reputedly able to walk into 
the inner sanctums of Prime Ministerial 
Office whenever he likes. This partic- 
ularly powerful lobbyist is one of those 
pushing for acceptance of the ‘Star 
Wars’ scheme, covered by John Tyndall 
elsewhere in this issue. 

When Peter Mandelson had his last 
brush with sleaze, after the loan from 
Maxwell-linked former Paymaster 
General Geoffrey Robinson, he 
reportedly expressed a desire to travel 
and do some work “helping the under- 
privileged.” In Mandelsonian terms, that 
probably means anyone who only has 
one bottle of vintage champagne per 
week! 


Globalists’ agenda 

But Mandelson’s journeys after his 
resignation had very little to do with the 
poor, and everything to do with the 


PAID TO WRITE NONSENSE 


writer explain how the Eskimos, who have 
dwelt in that climate for thousands of years, 
are noticably very far from being pale and 
blond? Then what of South Africans of both 
British and Afrikaner descent, who dwell in 
a warm and sunny environment but contain 


JEFFREY TURWER puts the 
serious question: do our 
professional scribblers 
really believe what they 

commit to print? 


a large portion of people with fair hair, blue 
eyes and other Nordic characteristics? And 
the same might be said of a great many 
European Australians. 

These facts clearly establish that physical 
characteristics are the product, not of geog- 
raphy or climate, but of genes. And: the 
same may be said of mental attributes. How 
otherwise have Australian Aboriginals lived 
in the same territory and under the same 
weather as their white counterparts but 
never developed anything near to compar- 
able brain structures and intellectual or 
technical skills? 

Is the leader writer of The Spectator 
incapable of perceiving these obvious 
facts? To that question we will return. 

Let us meanwhile read what the same 
magazine’s Editor, Boris Johnson, has to 
say on the subject of race — again viz-a-viz 
the Townend controversy. Actually, Johnson 
was writing in the Daily Telegraph (May 3rd), 
and his point was to defend Townend’s 
right of free speech (how big of him!), 
though not his opinions. 

In order to make the latter clear, Séhinecn 


globalists’ agenda. He spent eight days 
at the Aspen Institute in Colorado, a 
meeting place for some of the world’s 
most powerful businessmen, where the 
next steps of globalisation were 
discussed. 

A few weeks later, he popped up at 
the 1999 Bilderberg meeting, held in 
conditions of stringent secrecy at a hotel 
in Sintra, Portugal, before heading for a 
stay at Lord Rothschild’s villa in Corfu. 
Next he crossed the Atlantic for the 
Hudson Institute meeting in Washing- 
ton, whose key man is - Dr. Irwin 
Stelzer, whom we’ve already previously 
encountered. What a small world it is 
when you're in the power élite! 

Rotten to the core! Our entire political 
system is raddled and moth-eaten by 
both open sleaze and hidden influence. 
Sooner rather than later, our people 
must be given the option of a nobler 
alternative! 


raised the ancient chestnut of former 
migrations and invasions to Britain. Referr- 
ing to Townend, he said:- 

“In so far as he mourned our changing 
‘Anglo-Saxon’ culture, he was talking the 
purest drivel. 
“There was certainly a group of immigrants 
who destroyed our Anglo-Saxon culture, 
but they were the 20,000 Normans who 
arrived after 1066, expelled and disposs- 
essed the Anglo-Saxon aristocracy and 
adulterated the language...” 

“No cultural change in the past 50 years, 

no sprinkling of curry houses, no wave of 

immigration, comes anywhere near William 

of Normandy and his knights in the levels of 

destruction inflicted on our ‘Anglo-Saxon 

culture’, and it is ridiculous to suggest other- 
wise.” 

It is, needless to say, Mr. Johnson who is 
talking drivel and being ridiculous. On his 
own admission, the Normans were a mere 
20,000 in number — compared with recent 
migrations of many millions. Much more to 
the point, aside from introducing new words 
into the language, they altered our culture 
only marginally. The Normans were of 
Scandinavian origin — in other words very 
similar to the Celts, Saxons and Norsemen 
who preceded them. All these groups were 
branches of the same racial and cultural tree. 

Does Mr. Johnson really believe the hog- 
wash he is writing? Or is he merely like a 
barrister in court whose job it is to defend a 
client, regardless of his opinions as to the 
latter's guilt or innocence? In fact, most 
journalists today are in just that position. 
They are paid to write for newspapers and 
magazines which will lose advertising revenue 
if they print anything remotely smacking of 
‘racism’. Johnson is, additionally, an aspiring 
MP — the candidate in Michael Heseltine’s 
former constituency, no less. What happ- 
ened to Townend has not been lost on him. 
He, like the Spectator leader writer, knows 
where his bread is buttered! 
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IT’S A WHITE PROBLEM, 
NOT A BLACK PROBLEM! 


Our hatred, says MICHAEL WALSH, should not be directed at 
other races but at the traitors and cowards in our own ranks. 


I HAVE always considered that the 
most difficult task any man could face 
was to acknowledge defeat at the 
hands of the enemy. Millions of people 
of many nations have given their lives 
to avoid doing so. Many men, the 
bravest of warriors, have taken their 
own lives rather than bow to the 
victor. I stand humble before them, 
whatever their race. 

So what words can convey the feeling of 
absolute humiliation in conceding that our 
people’s defeat is due not to the superiority 
of the colonising conquerors but to their 
own shameful acquiescence? 

As a proud European, I find it very 
difficult to accept that much of the white 
race today, in evolutionary terms, is 
probably on the lowest rung of the survival 
ladder. It is ‘the weakest link’. Such a view 
is no longer confined to the demented souls 
walking the streets with banners pro- 
claiming: ‘The end of the world is nigh’. 
Nor does it just enjoy currency among the 
radical left and right. Even in this land so 
aptly described by Friedrich Nietzsche as 
‘the land of consummate cant’, there is 
grudging acceptance that Britain has been 
mortally stricken by a series of self- inflicted 
wounds that herald its downfall. 


BRITAIN THE NEW TITANIC 


As a proud White man, I am indignant 
at the strutting superiority of the colo- 
nisers. I burn at the ease with which they 
assimilate and adorn themselves of 
benefits provided by the sweat and 
ingenuity of my compatriots. 

' | feel humiliated at the contempt with 
which they hold the White Race in general 
and its betrayers in particular. Surpris- 
ingly, we have much common ground, for 
the immigrants scorn and deride ‘liberals’ 
as much as I do. But I confess to burning 
from their equal contempt for me — though 
in my heart I am unable to blame them; 
they can see no further than my white 
skin, which in their eyes is the outward 
appearance of weakness and race-suicide. 
Triumphalism? On the streets many of 
them practise it. 

National columnists such as John 
Edwards concede: “The rest of the world 
has the country marked down as the new 
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Titanic. So they stay at home and watch 
the bubbles.” 

I deplore a political correctness that 
makes it an offence to protect one’s 
property, to defend one’s birthright; laws 
that deny the basic human right to air an 
opinion. I deplore the persecution of dissi- 
dents even when it is based on race, as it is 
in Britain today. Censorship denies me my 
freedom as a man and relegates me (and 
you) to the status of an animal. The ‘Mother 
of Parliaments’ has stapled our tongues. 
How one would wish to be an orphan! 

I am outraged at the way in which the 
racist laws of Britain are selectively 
applied to distinguish between the indig- 
enous and non-indigenous people. I am 


angered at the media’s racist misrepres- 
entation and censorship, again applied in 
such a way as to favour one race against 
the other. I am incensed at the blinkered 
racist application of the law, the anti-white 
slant on education, local government and 
public standards. I am repelled by the gut- 
wrenching hypocrisy of politicians whose 
laws impose a racial amalgamation which 
in their personal lives they reject out of 
hand. 


WHITEWASHED KAFFIRS 


I feel disgust at the anti-white apart- 
heid practices of Britain’s whitewashed 
kaffirs, who feel compelled to fawn at any 
feet provided they are dusky — and the 


These are the people ruining Britain — all white! 


—_ ne 


duskier the better. 

But what I find most gut-wrenching of 
all is that none of these crimes against 
humanity can be laid at the door of a single 
immigrant! These people are simply and 
wisely taking advantage of opportunities 
freely given whilst being protected from all 
criticism — and who can blame them? 

I cannot in my heart condemn asylum- 
seekers, bogus or otherwise. I cannot 
criticise immigrants of any kind for trying 
to improve their chances of survival. They 
are simply acting in accordance with 
nature and their gods. A force as old as life 
itself drives them on, and the Whites are 
driven before it. 

Worse, we flee before the onslaught 
whilst those caught up in it slavishly 
curry favour with the vanguard. 

We Britons have an old history of some- 
times occupying, corrupting and then 
milking other peoples. I am not, however, 
a believer in tit-for-tat, and I resent 
bleeding-heart race-traitors who advocate 
tit-for-tat to recycle injustice. I recognise 
the wrongs of yesterday but appreciate 
that the reprocessing of old stupidities 
serves only the deathwatch beetle. 

All of my anger is reserved for the crass 
stupidity and blindness of my own kind, 
who through a combination of treacherous 
leadership, plebeian moronic self-denial or 
downright apathy, hasten their people’s 
liquidation as assuredly as Stalin 
disposed of the Kulaks. 


ONGOING EVENTS 
SHAME BRITAIN 


There is nothing perverse that happens 
today without the tacit nodding head of 
plebeian apathy and treachery. When an 
eleven-year-old boy reacting naturally to 
abuse calls his tormentor a Paki bastard 
and is dragged before the courts, what 
more can be said? Has any nation of people 
on earth, even the most primitive, sunk so 
appallingly low in terms of apathy or 
cowardice? See, they betray even their own 
children! 

The brown-noses will have a difficult 
job pinning a charge of racism on me 
unless it be reverse racism, for I cannot 
possibly conceive of any race-nation on 
earth sinking so low as to persecute a 
child so young for saying something so 
innocent of malice. No people in their right 
mind would allow it. 


NEMESIS 


I would say that no person on account 
of their colour should ever stand before 
any court of British law or have anything 
to fear from true Britons; their future is as 
assured as it is safe. They will simply lose 
that which was not theirs in the first 
place, and this can be no loss. 

Those who should be increasingly 
enduring sleepless nights are those I fore- 
see standing before the peoples courts. 
The evidence of their perverse attempts to 


visit racial and cultural genocide upon 
their own people will confront them. 
These will be, to a man and woman, white 
of skin. 

Let them reflect that throughout 
history countless men and women have 
danced on air for treachery much less 
odious. 


PEST CONTROL 


The traitors’ courts will prevail. Neither 
mankind nor nature has a choice in this. 
It is the way of the world; it is the counter- 
balance. It is coming. Most nations have 
at some time in their history divested 
themselves of malignant elements; those 
who failed to do so simply disappeared. 
Those who survived were the ones which 
dealt with their traitors. In the main, 
those who had shamed themselves by 
collaboration were exposed and ostracised, 
often exiled. Others were brought before 
the courts of law and dealt with, often 
harshly. All too 
often, mob rule 
took the upper 
hand and such 
culprits were 
stripped, tarred 
and feathered, 
forced to run 
naked through 
streets, beaten, 
even lynched. 
Could it happen 
here? Britain is 
not the first 
country to be 
occupied, its 
laws subverted 
to outside 
interests, its 
people seconded 
to the occupiers. 
Why should ours 
be the first 
country that 
fails to react as 
others have 
done? 

Those of us in 
this country 
who have 
shrugged off 
apathy, refused 
to hide behind 
self-denial, 
rejected compro- 
mise and fought 
against collu- 
sion, will one 
day stand as 
saviours of our 
race and 
defenders of our 
national honour. 
There can be no 
greater reward 
for the sacrifices 
of today. To do 
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POLITICALLY INCORRECT! 


Tinding it mot 
Each with an English name, an Euplish face! 
Jokn that's Ipng purse is always opened wide if 
Whenue'er disaster or distress betide ; 
Burt yet his thorgktlessness, mi certain wars, 
The welfare of lcs gace too oft betrays. 
Forgetiul of Sis own industial aoa, 
T:ll frou: sheer want they clamnur at his doar, 
Fie spends abroas ane thes gives «indly ad 
Ta succour waut bis thourhtlessaess bay made, 


| BRYANT MAY'S MATCHES | 


Listen to nationalist radio! 
Send large SAE for broadcast details to:- 
LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


Read Spearhead on the 
Internet! 


You can obtain the best articles and 
news items from Spearhead by visit- 
ing the Spearhead website at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


otherwise is to bear the shame on the long 
road to posterity. 


This article, which has been slightly 
edited, was obtained from the website of 
the Michael Walsh Public Inform- ation 
Service at:- 


www.ety.com/HRP 
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evil is wrought by wact of ibsoght, 
And duw-priged yoods are dearly lenght. 


la carcless muititides exists the power 

To su.ve the greatest question pf the hour— 
The Unemploget, wha staud with idle hands, 
Watching the shigs azrive from alien lands, 

Preehkted with merchandise themselves ran wake 
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Rebel without a cause 


A recent newspaper feature 
focused on one Brian Wilson 
who, presumably because of an 
absolute dearth of talent in the 
Parliamentary Labour Party, 
now fills the unlikely role of 
Minister of State at the Foreign 
Office. The 52-year-old member 
for Cunninghame North first 
achieved fame back in his 
student days by rushing onto 
the pitch when the rugby 
Springboks came to play in 
Aberdeen, thus demonstrating 
his woeful ignorance of, and his 
implacable hatred for, a govern- 
ment which, despite the baleful 
hostility and contemptible inter- 
ference of those who should 
have known better, worked 
quietly and efficiently for the 
good of all the races and 
peoples under its care. 

Coincidentally, the same 
issue of the same newspaper 
carried a piece from its corres- 
pondent in Johannesburg under 
the caption ‘Crime eats at soul 
of South Africa’. We read that: 
“It fills the daily papers, domin- 
ates dinner party chatter and is 
evident on every residential 
street, where electric fences 
and armed response protection 
teams are the norm.” The epi- 
demic is blamed, of course, on 
poverty which ”... is intense 
and often getting no better.” 
Predictably the writer fails to 
mention that, under the emin- 
ently sensible system of Separ- 
ate Development, South Africa 
was a well managed, rich and 
prosperous country which 
could and did afford to improve 
the living conditions of its 
poorest folk year on year. We 
wonder, whether Mr. Wilson 
has learned something as he 
has got older. Or was he among 
the congenital cretins in 
Trafalgar Square a few weeks 
ago cheering Nelson Mandela, 
former terrorist and supreme 
architect of South Africa’s 
current misery? 


One-off jobs 

Almost every time another 
piece of our nation is sold off to 
a multi-national company, 
usually accompanied by a 
government grant to help pay 
for it, the festivities are atten- 
ded by a beaming minister. 
Press and TV are invited; the 
bunting is everywhere and the 
champagne flows freely. This, 
we are told, has been a great 
day for the community con- 
cerned: 4,500 new jobs here, 
another 1,250 there. And there 
is John Prescott, or some other 
bumbling nonentity, rapsodising 
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THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


about how good all this is for 
Britain. 

Unfortunately the Treasury, 
so free with our money when 
dealing with foreign enterprises, 
exercises no power whatever 
over the world economy, and 
the multi-nationals are in 
business only to satisfy their 
shareholders. Thus, when the 
downturn begins to bite, global 
capital starts to look for ways 
to cut costs, and those very 
dodgy jobs are the first to go. 
Strangely, no minister finds 
time to attend the funeral. 


Only practising 


Last year the entertainment 
group EMI was engaged in 
unsuccessful merger talks with 
Time-Warner in the USA. Rachel 
Brandenburger of Freshfields 
(solicitors) assisted them in all 
the legal wrangling and is 
reported to have been paid the 
best part of £20 million for her 
efforts. We would not deny that 
skill, knowledge and expertise 
played a vital part in these pro- 
ceedings. Even so, it seems to 
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Vauxhall Motors (above) is a US-o wned company vulnerable 
to layoffs if its parent should decide to shift production else- 
where in the world (see ‘One-off jobs’). 


us that such payments are poss- 
ibly even more obscene than the 
vast amounts ‘earned’ by EMI's 
so-called pop stars and the 
parasites who invent them. 


Fifteen ‘Lords’ 
a-creeping 

‘Lord’ Stevenson, Chairman 
of the House of Lords Appoint- 
ments Commission, when 
speaking of the fifteen new 
‘people’s peers’ that have been 
selected, and defending the 
decision not to include your 
actual ordinary bloke or blokess, 
observed that: ”...... we would 
have to be very, very confident 
that they would feel comfort- 
able standing up in debates and 
talking and cutting it.” This 
was, of course, instantly 
recognisable as Westminster 
double-speak for: “They might 
make some sensible but shock- 
ingly indiscreet comment or 
suggestion concerning immig- 
ration, race, sexuality or the EU 
which the press would latch 
onto and maybe start a debate 
on a forbidden subject.” 


And so, after all the New 
Labour hype, we have got five 
abject and outright failures — 
Richard Best, Paul Condon, 
David Hannay, Elspeth Howe 
and Herman Ousely, a couple of 
charity workers and a sprink- 
ling of academics. True to its 
pathetic form, the Daily Tele- 
graph found no fault with the 
choice but did make the point 
that all the selection palaver 
had not affected the final out- 
come. In short, like everything 
else in today’s politics, it was a 
con. In our view today’s version 
of our second chamber has no 
relevance to the government of 
the nation, and in future this 
column will signify its contempt 
by the use of quotation marks, 
e.g. ‘Lord’ or ‘Baroness’, when- 
ever it stoops to refer to one of 
these people — until such time 
as these ridiculous titles are 
abolished. 


N5 DAP... 


... is the car registration 
number sported by a senior 
police officer in Fife and, if you 
sort of squint a bit while looking 
at it, you can just about turn it 
into ‘NSDAP’. This is relevant. 
The gentleman concerned has 
written books about the Third 
Reich and it is reported that the 
number plate had been a 
present, a private joke. Now in 
our view we feel that only a 
dedicated moron would look 
upon all this as other than 
mildly amusing. Sadly, some 
creatures described as ‘race 
campaigners’ — whatever that 
may mean - find it grossly 
offensive to ethnic minorities 
and the families of people who 
suffered in the last war! 

And as regards the last war, 
let us put these people straight 
on two counts. Firstly, | bade 
farewell to a weeping mother. 
Friends, schoolmates and close 
relatives were injured or killed, 
but most of us made it through 
— believe it or not — without 
counselling. Secondly, the 
NSDAP was an association of 
white European working 
people, formed after the First 
World War, which governed 
Germany between 1933 and 
1945. Its merits, misdeeds and 
achievements are history though 
still hotly debated. But one thing 
is certain. It has got absolutely 
nothing to do with the ethnic 
minorities living in Great Britain. 
Anyone who is that easily 
offended should seriously 
consider whether they are living 
in the right country. Under the 
law, we are required to be polite 
and tolerant to all but, as yet, 
we do not have to scrape. 
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SO, the three main political parties have 
signed up not to ‘play the race card’ in 
the forthcoming General Election. All of 
their candidates will now be aware that 
any reference, however coyly expressed, 
to the ongoing alien invasion of Britain 
will be seized upon by the media rat pack 
and will almost certainly result in their 
immediate exclusion from the ‘West- 
minster Club’. 

Meanwhile the native British are not 
supposed to notice that many towns and 
cities are well on the way to becoming, in 
William Hague’s words, a ‘foreign country’. 
They are not supposed to notice that the 
majority of racist attacks are upon white 
people; that English is a second language in 
numerous inner city schools and districts; 
that the mass media are now awash with 
multi-racist dogma, and every popular 
programme is obliged to promote that 
dogma at whatever cost to our indigenous 
culture and however insulting to our 
intelligence. The underlying message from 
officialdom is that even the pretence of 
resistance to the alien invasion has been 
quietly abandoned. From now on, the 
general public is to be told that the new- 
comers are making a better job of Britain 
than its native population has ever managed 
to do over the last ten centuries or so. Forget 
those outmoded notions about exporting 
native genius, expertise and enterprise; our 
top politicians now insist that importing 
Third World ways is the key to all Britain’s 
problems. Given time, these ‘inverted miss- 


BNP Rally Video 


"Rally ‘98'is the video recording of the British Nat- 
| jonal Party’s Annual Rally, taking place on the 29th 


ANYTHING TO DECLARE? 


‘British (i.e. English, Welsh, Scottish or 


ionaries’ seem to be saying, the immigrants 
will make Britain as good a place to live as 
the countries they are now deserting in 
droves. Oh really? Then why aren’t the 
British frantically emigrating to Africa or 
Asia? 

But unlike party politicians, the voters 
are free to raise any issues they regard as 
altogether crucial to the future of their 
homeland. The preservation of our racial 
and national identity is the central issue of 
contemporary politics.. Accordingly, all 
election candidates should be prepared to 
answer a few searching questions on ye 
subject:- 


@ How many immigrants have entered 
Britain since 1960? 

@ During that period, how many were 
returned to their own country? 

@ How many have entered during the last 
twelve months? 

@ How many have been returned to their 
own country within the last twelve months? 


If the candidate cannot/will not answer 
these factual questions, he/she is either 
incompetent (since figures are readily 
available) or extremely anxious to avoid the 
challenges they must present, namely:- 

Since you claim to represent the real 
concerns of the British people, would you 
support a national referendum asking the 
native population of this country these 
questions:- 


(a) Would you prefer the population of all 
our towns and cities to be predominantly of 


RALLY ‘98 


November 1998. After a decision by the BNP not to 
put this film on the market, its production and dis- 


tribution were taken over by Spearhead. 


¢ rally was possibly the best in the party’s history. 
_ It was held at a venue in the West Midlands after 
successful attempts had been made by political opp- 
ents, including the Board of Deputies of British 
ws, to get previous bookings of venues cancelled. 
_ After many interesting reports by regional and © 
| departmental representatives, the film features 
eeches by Nick Griffin (then Publicity Director), 
chard Edmonds (then National Organiser) and 


Video recording. of the 
British National Party Annual Rally 
November 29th 1998 


Hear:- § 
NICK GHIFFE nu 
DAVID BRUCE 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALE 
& OTHERS 4 


Spearhead Rec ings, PO Box 417, Wel tin ing, Kent DAIS SOW 


in Tyndall (then party leader). An especially 
hing feature is the hugely.successful collection =— by Dave Bice which 
sed a staggering £12,000 for the then all-important Euro Election Fund. Less — 
a ana month afterwards, Dave was no longer with. Me having been tragically 
‘taken away by an unexpected heart attack. 
| See and hear the speakers at this stirring event as if you were there! 
| Rally ‘98 is available at £15.87 post-free, with a 30 per cent discount for all 
orders of three or over. Make > cheques out to Spenieant pacernae and send to — 


- PO Box 2471, ues = E. Sussex BN3 4DT. 


Irish) ancestry? 

(b) Would you support a humane and 
generously assisted repatriation programme 
for Third World immigrants? 

(c) In the meantime, do you agree that no 


_ individual or organization should be penal- 


ised for discrimination in favour of the 
native people of Britain? | : 

The answers any politicians give to these 
questions will at once tell you if they have 
anything else to say worth listening to. They 
must be seen to choose between represent- 
ing the real interests of the British people or 
grovelling to.the Race Relations pundits and 
party managers. And while we’re on the 
subject, when did the British people sign up 
to this massive alien invasion of their 
homeland? 


Tyndall seth for Sale 


Some British National Party suppor- 
ters have got together to produce and 
market a framed portrait of the party’s 
founder and present. Spearhead pub- 
lisher and editor John Tyndall (shown 
above). Mr. Tyndall himself neither 
initiated nor has taken any part in this 


'. project, much though he appreciates the 


gesture. Copies of the portrait are 
signed by him personally and also by the 
artist Anthony Payne. 

The price per copy is £40. 00 (post- 


‘free) UK only. Please make cheques or 


POs out to ‘Save Our Sterling’ and send 
orders to PO Box 56, Bexleyheath, Kent 
DA7 6ZQ. In accordance with Mr. Tyn- 
dall’s wishes, all profits will go to the 
BNP. 
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The Editor RE NON ee 
‘Spearhead’ 

PO Box 2471 

Hove 


E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: Crawley, West Sussex, calls to mind 
none of the horrors more usually assoc- 
iated with Britain’s inner-city hell-holes — 
unless, of course, you happen to live there. 
The following abridged news items are 
taken from a randomly selected sing/e issue 
of the Crawley Observer. 

(1) Aptly named Terry Lawless smashed 
a glass door at McDonalds, causing 
damage estimated at £3,500, and then bit 
a police constable’s finger. Thankfully, he 
has been ordered to attend an ‘anger 
management programme’; (2) Thirty-three 
year-old Sonia Grant trashed her room at Le 
Meridien Hotel, Gatwick, and subsequently 
bit the hand of a WPC at the Police Station. 
She had been to the airport to arrange a 
flight to Jamaica where her mother had 
been taken ill; (3) Vera Stephens, 83, was 
repeatedly punched and indecently 
assaulted after a young man, described as 
round faced with short dark hair, tricked his 
way into her home; (4) Detectives are still 
hunting for the gunman who shot and 
seriously wounded a thirty-three year-old 
father of four; (5) An eighteen year-old girl 
was followed and confronted by “an 
aggressive black man” who threatened her 
and made off with her purse containing 
£25; (6) Gatwick: While using the lift at the 
South Terminal, a woman was punched in 
the face and her handbag stolen. The 
attacker is described as an Afro-Caribbean 
male with short hair parted in three places; 
(7) A young man in his early twenties was 
brutally stabbed nine times while walking 
home in the small hours of the morning; (8) 
French fisherman Eric Piedfroid was 
arrested after his Edinburgh flight landed at 
Gatwick. He was drunk and had punched 
another passenger. Later, at Crawley Police 
Station, he punched WPC Nicole Godwin in 
the mouth and chipped her tooth; (9) A 
sixteen year-old boy was brutally assaulted 
— attacked with bottles and punched -— by 
three men (not described); (10) An elderly 
woman was threatened with a fake gun by 
two boys, around fourteen years old, one 
white, one Asian. 

Looking back over the above, is it not 
amazing that anyone still wants to join the 
police force? 

GEOFF COMER 
East Grinstead, Sussex 


SIR: | was tickled by your article last month 
‘New party gets the smear treatment’. You 
may be interested to know that the Freedom 
Party’s representatives here in the West 
Midlands were quite pleased with the 
coverage they got in the Sunday Mercury in 
which they were linked with ‘Nazis’, 
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Letters 


‘Fascists’, ‘Hitler sympathisers’ and 
‘extremism’. They were heard saying: “It’s 
all publicity, and that’s what we need.” This 
just shows the blatant hypocrisy of these 
people, who claimed when they set their 
party up that the purpose was to get away 
from the nasty image given by the media to 
the BNP and to become ‘respectable’. Who 
in their right mind can support such people? 
It is clear that the sole reason for their 
splinter group is to damage the BNP. 

KEITH AXON 

Birmingham 


SIR: As you rightly say (‘We plan to close 
them down’, in last month’s issue) the 
attempted sabotage of patriotic parties by 
state security services occurs in almost 
every country. A report in the Sunday 
Telegraph of the 22nd April showed how 
the authorities in Germany are operating a 
scheme to ‘buy off’ nationalists — described, 
as always, as ‘neo-nazis’ — by payments in 
Deutschmarks amounting to £30,000 each 
in return for betraying their comrades and 
working for the police. The scheme has 
provoked some controversy and by no 
means all those opposed to nationalism are 
in favour of it. According to the report, 
however, Fritz Stepper, a spokesman for 
the Verfassungschutz (Germany’s 
equivalent of MI5) has defended the 
scheme, saying that in response to the 
‘hotline’ set up to receive calls offering 
collaboration hundreds had phoned in in the 
first few hours. The report went on to say 
that: “Neo-nazis arrested for crimes of 
violence and racial prejudice are also being 
targeted. Officials visit them in prison to 
persuade them to change their ways.” This 
fits in with what your article said about so- 
called ‘nationalists’ who have been 
involved in criminal activity being subject to 
blackmail by police whereby in return for 
their help in working against their former 
friends they either receive reduced punish- 
ments or get off scot-free. The impression 
the authorities like to give in defending this 
bribery and corruption is that the targeted 
people are ones who would genuinely like 
to abandon their awful political allegiances 
and ‘reform’, just requiring a little ‘encour- 
agement’ to risk reprisals by their former 
comrades by breaking free. In reality, they 
are mostly the kind of psychopathic 
characters described in your article, who 
know no code of loyalty but would do any- 
thing for personal gain. Far from being the 
admirable ‘repenting sinners’ suggested, 
they are just self-seeking scumbags who 
deserve our contempt. Like their counter- 
parts in this country, they “have their price,” 
and the state security forces know it. 

L.G. SYMONDS 

Hereford 


SIR: Many thanks for the latest edition of 
Spearhead and especially for the splendid 
article on infiltration of our ranks. No 
doubt, like the proverbial pot of gold at the 
end of the rainbow, there awaits the egreg- 
ious Mr. Grieve the customary knighthood, 
awarded for services rendered. True, most 
states operate on the same principle: all 
establishments will stop at nothing to 


preserve themselves, but the British state 
performs these acts with an unparalleled 
flair for hypocrisy. All our actions are 
cloaked in such moral deception; all is for 
the best; the maintenance of the status- 
quo never enters the equation at all. 
T:D<FOSTER 

Edgware, Middlesex 


SIR: A few months ago you made a point 
about the Asian police sergeant who had 
been convicted “beyond all doubt” by three 
commanders of the Met. In fact, after a 
long struggle Gurpal Virdi was cleared by 
an industrial tribunal. He has now been re- 
instated. 

You might have missed the (to me) 
crucial fact that at the police enquiry Virdi 
had not been allowed to call the vital 
evidence that he had not been ‘in touch’ 
with his computer when some of the 
offensive mail containing racist remarks 
against him had apparently been sent on it. 

| should really be glad if you would make 
amends to his name now, in common 
fairness. 

LESLIE VON GOETZ (Mrs.) 
Newport-on-Tay, Fife 


SIR: It is reported that cheap foreign meat 
supplied to the Army was the original 
source of the current foot-and-mouth 
epidemic. This raises an important 
question: why are our soldiers expected to 
eat cheap foreign meat? Surely they 
deserve the very best meat — and by that | 
mean British! 

RONALD G.W. RICKCORD 

Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


SIR: John Prescott, in explaining his action 
in punching the egg-thrower in Rhyl, claims 
that having been hit by the egg — an egg, 
mark you! — he felt in real danger and was 
seized by the need to defend himself. 

Poor darling! | wonder how he would feel 
if he were subject to the constant physical 
threats endured by BNP activists over 
these many years: people like Michael 
Davidson, who lost the sight of an eye after 
a vicious attack by left-wing thugs when 
canvassing during an election — or for that 
matter John Tyndall and his wife, who 
were rushed by a mob of about 35-40 in 
East London a few years ago and beaten 
about the head and body. 

Yet when BNP members fight back in 
self-defence against this constant agg- 
ression they are described by Labour Party 
folk and others of the left as ‘nazi thugs’ 
and the like. Aren’t we seeing double- 
standards here? 

G.L. WOODHOUSE 
Hull, East Yorks. 


SIR: It seems strange that newspaper 
pundits, while being strongly critical of the 
Blair Government, seem almost unanimous 
in praising it and its predecessor for the 
fact that we have a ‘strong economy’. 

| see little signs of that strength, what 
with British manufacturing industry — 
always the basis of our economic health — 
in seemingly permanent decline. 
DAVID COOPER 
Bridport, Dorset 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 3, Burnley, Lancs. BB11 
3GN, with cheques/POs made payable 
to ‘Freedom’. 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 

Freedom for Britain and the British 

The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 

£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 
Do you think? 


Currently the party’s best leaflet, this has been 
re-worked and reprinted in the hundreds of 
thousands. As a result, this two-sided, two- colour 
leaflet has come down in price by a full £1 per 
thousand to just £7.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Banks leaflet 

This innovative approach positions the BNP as 
the only party campaigning for a fair deal for the 
many millions of customers who are sick to death 
of being ripped off by the banks. Price £8.00 for 
1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 
Draws attention to the shocking figures that 


show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Hang Child Molesters leaflet 
Ever-popular call to hang child murderers. Price 
£6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£5.65 for 1,000 and £6.45 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. 


B.N.P. VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally January “97 

Video of the postponed 1996 BNP Annual Rally, 
held in London on January 25th 1997. Speeches 
by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John Tyndall and overseas guest José 
Ramos. 


TheVoice of 
Freedom 


2 42 Freedom’ 


— cream eee 


OLDHAM - “A VOLCANO WAITING TO BL 


MASS MEDIA IGNORE 
ANTI- — RAMPAGE! 


For a tree informati ~ 0700 900 2671 iim 
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The Voice of Freedom is the official 
newspaper of the British National Party. 
Retail price 45p. Sample copy 64p 
post-free. One-year subscription (British 
Isles) £8.65. For details of bulk rates 
and other information, write to: PO Box 
1032, Woodford Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Rally November °97 

Video of the second BNP rally of the year, held in 
Oxfordshire. Excellent regional reports, plus stirring 
speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick Griffin and 
John Tyndall. 

Prices of videos are £15.00 plus 83p p&p. 


OTHER ITEMS 
Key rings 
BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 


still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 
order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 

T-shirts 

North West London BNP is proud to present some 
great T-shirts which can be worn anywhere. 
These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map background of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England - 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recommended too 
highly. Only available at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘North West 
Trading’ and send to PO Box 128, Pinner, Middle- 
sex HA5 1XT. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
US$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


desGin Gide tide einen 
ee ee ee ee eee 


Page 23 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus) £7.85. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and Germanic ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 

.. AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed Campbell) £17.80. A 
handsome, well illustrated book covering the history 
of England and the culture of its people from the 
4th to 11th centuries. With leftist teachers and 
-curriculum advisers doing all they can to under- 


among the younger generation, it is important that 
nationalists get books like this into the hands of 
their growing children. 1982 (rep. 1991), 272pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £13.00. A beaut- 
ifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature 
from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A 
‘must’ for lovers of legend. 1979, 224pp. 
ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
.vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, Scots 
and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 
256pp. 

BELL CURVE, THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray (£28.85). This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 


MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) . 


£1.85. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £9.40. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian stressing 
the role of the non-English parts of our islands. 
1989, 324pp. 

BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret.service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361pp. 


CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham). £15.55. © 


Shows how socialism is a product of the wealthy, 
and how money manipulation has disastrous con- 
sequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. ae 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
_ Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0701 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 


: postage applying to overseas orders, please write 


first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Books’ only, and should not be included 
in remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 


~ envelope. Please send all orders to our mail order 
mine. knowledge of, and pride in, our ancestors 


address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 

Notts. NG19 6HP 


New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a number 
of different political and/or religious viewpoints, 
very few of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent organisation, the British 
National Party. The party’s mail order book 
service distributes these books because it is felt 
that they fill important gaps in public information 
and understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that all 
the content of the books should be taken as 
representative of the policies of the party. The 
party reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 1995, 
xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author is 
more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in the 
political, industrial and military fields. A classic 


Book which 
shows the 
realities 
behind the 
so-called 
‘special 
relationship’ 


work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
the year! 643pp. 

COME CLEAN, Mr. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£2.00. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the saga of the Stephen Law- 
rence murder but has used for his own purposes 
exactly. the same sort of violent hoodlums as 
those who committed it. Seven pp. (A4). 
COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35 HB. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £10.25. 
About the shocking treatment of German civilians 
under the post-war allied occupation, 1945-50. 
The hidden story of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ 
in European history. 288pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF officer 
and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 
DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injus- 
tices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE: THE STORY OF THE RHODESIAN SPECIAL 
AIR SERVICE (Barbara Cole) £13.30. About the 
campaign against terrorism waged by the Rhod- 
esian equivalent of Britain’s SAS. 1984, 449pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.15; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National party. A ‘must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1986, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998. 537pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£9.20. The book argues that European Union is 
fascist and corporate in inspiration. Discusses the 
Bilderberg Group, the CIA and internationalists like 
Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reitlinger. 1996, 
149pp. 


_ FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35. A 


graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988), 519pp. 
FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkett, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £2.00. A reapp- 
raisal of Britain’s membership of the European 
Union. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £13.40. How the United Nations is being 


developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 

GRIP OF DEATH, THE (Michael Rowbottom) 
£16.75. Fine study of modern money, debt slavery 
and destructive economics. 1990, 337pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed tothe 
gods of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and economic nationalism with 
great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 

HATE COMES TO TOWN (Alexander Baron) £2.35. 
The lies and poison of the Searchlight ‘Edu- 
cational’ Trust, documented, exposed and decon- 
structed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 

HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) £18.85. 
The story of the attempted communist takeover 
of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. The truth 
about the ‘Blacklist’ and the HUAC hearings. A 
‘must’ for students of media lies. 1998, 355pp. 
IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £36.55. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British Nationalism from 
the 1930s to the 1970s. Though not supportive, 
generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current attit- 
udes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 

MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of Life’, 
this book argues that the world is governed by 
natural forces in man and nature, rather than by 
genteel political and religious creeds. First 
published circa 1930 (rep. 1992), 73pp. 

MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £5.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85* Per- 
haps America’s foremost nationalist political 
leader of the present day, the author gives an 
account of his background, his political develop- 
ment and the stirring campaigns he has fought in, 
including the one that resulted in his being elected 
to the Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 


Fascin- 


MY 
AWAKENING 


ating 
story of 
one of 
America’s 
most 
contro- 
versial 
political 
figures 
(see this 
page) 


DAVID DUKE 


leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 

ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 

OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 HB. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 
RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.50. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed, despite the influential forces pro- 
moting it. 1967, 80pp. 

RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hillaire 
Belloc) £4.00. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement.Tren- 


chant criticism of both capitalism and commun- 
ism. 1984, 78pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays 
arguing that white patriots should adopt insur- 
gent rather than conservative strategies to defend 
their culture and values. Although it is written for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British Nationalists also. 1997, 250pp. 
ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Socia/ Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt & 
Others) £5.40. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives. 1996, 111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61pp. 

TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £13.05. A businessman dis- 
cusses the origins of our money system, its social 
and ecological consequences and some propo- 
sals for its reform. 1996, 137pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 

TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £4.75. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser for lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £8.10. An exposure 
of the links between Wall Street finance and the 
Russian Revolution of 1917 are proved beyond 
all question by an established scholar. 1974, 
228pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £11.55. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfac- 
tory and beneficial financial system. A long-est- 
ablished classic. 1926 (rep. 1983), 320pp. 

WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £9.60. 
Fine reprint of a remarkably far-seeing book, first 
published in 1915, which argued that the war then 
raging would do incalculable damage to the 
genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. Disturbing 
but fascinating. 1981, 127pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 1982, 
904pp. 
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TYNDALL AT CROYDON 


JOHN TYNDALL was the guest speaker at a 
lively meeting of Croydon BNP on April 26th. 
He opened by saying that recent news highlighted 
the utter paralysis of the political system, citing 
the failure to cope with the foot-and-mouth crisis, 
the chaos in public transport and education and 
further signs of collapse in manufacturing industry 
and public order — while in the meantime the 
asylum-seekers continued to pour in. He con- 
demned especially the Tories for their cowardice 
when faced with the ‘racist’ charge, and conjured 
up an unlikely image of Drake, when faced with 
the Spanish Armada sailing up the Channel, 
shirking the job of going out and defending the 
country against it by saying: “I don’t want to 
seem like a racist!” Our ancestors were made of 
sterner stuff than the leaders of today, he said. 
Tyndall alluded to Foreign Secretary Robin 


TYNDALL: 
Contrasted 
‘present 
leaders with 
Sir Francis 
Drake 


Cook’s attempt to deny the facts of race. Cook, 
he said, is a Scot. How does he explain that a 
people like the Scots numbering only five 


THINGS MOVING IN SOUTHEND 


SOUTHEND (Essex) is the latest area to see 
the British National party on the move. The 
unit held a well attended meeting on the 14th of 
May, with supporters from the town and surr- 
ounding districts. BNP Group Development 
Officer Tony Lecomber spoke about the issues 
facing people in the area, which has become a 
major collection centre for so-called asylum- 
seekers. In addition, it was observed that large 
numbers of Blacks had been moving to the area 
recently as part of the overspill from London. 
In fact, many Southend people are them- 
selves exiled Londoners, who have had ample 
experience of the multi-racial paradise in the 
Capital, and are now finding that there is no 
escape from it. In Southend there is nowhere 


further to run - except into the sea! 

Local members were very pleased to see 
activists from Basildon, who had driven across 
to support them, and also the party’s Lew- 
isham candidate Barry Roberts, who came a 
fair way to contribute to the meeting. 

The meeting, which was the inaugural one 
of the group, concluded with a pleasant social 
get-together in the bar. Sales of publications 
were brisk and some new members joined up 
on the spot. 

Andy Batty, the group’s organiser, says that 
the immediate priority is to increase member- 
ship, and he has called on everyone to work 
hard leafleting, He says that meetings will 
soon be held on a regular basis. 


How to obtain Spearhead 
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million have made a greater contribution to the 
progress of mankind — in science, in invention, 
in literature, and in prowess in war than the 
many hundreds of millions of Africa and Asia 
put together. 

About 35 people were present and the coll- 
ection raised £250. 


Paul Golding speaks at high school 


PAUL GOLDING, British National Party 
Director of Publicity, was invited to speak 
to a politics assembly at a high school in 
Ealing last month. This resulted in a razor- 
sharp debate from the pupils. He gave 
explanations as to why the ‘multi-cultural’ 
society was completely artificial and a 
construct of those who seek to destroy all 
forms of ethnic identity. He said that recent 
events in Oldham and elsewhere are just 
the tip of the iceberg in what will be a 
future torn by conflict between different 
ethnic groups — as has always been the 
case in artificial multi-racial societies like 
former Yugoslavia. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.15 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you — 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


GENERAL ELECTION 


THE FINAL TALLY of parliamentary seats 
to be contested by the British National Party 
in this month’s General election is 33. This 
at least is the number given on the party’s 
website as we go to press. The seats are 
given below in regions, with the names of 
the candidates in bold type:- 


NORTH EAST ENGLAND 
Sunderland North: Dave Guynan; Sunder- 
land South: Joe Dobbie. 


NORTH WEST ENGLAND 

Burnley: Steve Smith; Pendle: Chris Jack- 
son; Oldham East & Saddleworth: Mick 
Treacy; Oldham West & Royton: Nick 
Griffin. 


BNP to fight 33 seats 


heath & Crayford: Colin Smith; Lewisham 
East: Barry Roberts; Mitcham & Morden: 
John Tyndall; Croydon Central: Linda 
Miller; Barking: Mark Tolman; Dagenham: 
David Hill; Romford: Frank McAllister. 
HERTFORDSHIRE 


Broxbourne: John Cope. 


WALES 
Newport West: Terry Cavill. 


It will be greatly disappointing to many 
party supporters that not a single seat is to be 
contested in Scotland — by contrast with 
three in the General election of 1997. On the 
other hand, the North East Region, one of the 


Burnley (Lancs.) is one of the BNP’s real boom areas, and the branch will be maline a 

big effort in the coming election. Above is a shot of the branch’s election team. L. to r. 

Joan Dewhurst, Neil Tomlinson, Simon Bennett, Steve Smith, Andrew Kenyon and 
John Kenyon. 


YORKSHIRE 
Dewsbury: Russell Smith; Bradford North: 
John Brayshaw. 


EAST MIDLANDS 

Blaby: Edward Scott; Leicester East: Clive 
Potter; Erewash: Steve Belshaw. 

WEST MIDLANDS 

Dudley North: Simon Darby; West Brom- 
wich West: John Salvage; Birmingham 
Hodgehill: Lee Windridge; Coventry North 
East: Edward Sheppard; Stoke-on-Trent 
South: Steve Batkin. 


LONDON 

Enfield North: Ray Johns; Bethnal Green & 
Bow: Michael Davidson; Poplar & Canning 
Town: Paul Borg; Chingford & Woodford 
Green: Jean Griffin; Walthamstow: William 
Philips; Hayes & Harlington: Gary Birch; 
Ruislip-Northwood: Ian Edwards; Bexley- 


party’s smaller ones, is to be commended for 
managing to fight the two seats of Sunder- 
land North and Sunderland South — having 
not contested any at all in 1997. It is very 
welcome that the party is fighting a seat in 
Wales (Newport West), whereas there was 
no Welsh seat among the 55 contested 


CANDIDATES 
On left: Chris Jackson (Pendle); on right: 
Steve Belshaw (Erewash). 


hationwide in 1997. 

The main policies on which the BNP will 
be campaigning in the election wil! be:- 

Immigration: An immediate halt to all 
further non-white immigration and a system 
of voluntary resettlement of non-white ethnic 
groups now in the UK. 

Europe: Withdrawal from the European 
Union and the restoration of family and 
trading ties with Australia, Canada and New 
Zealand. 

Law and Order: The restoration of capital 
punishment for premeditated murder and 
(optional to judges) for serious sexual attacks 
on young children. 

The Economy: The restoration of British 
manufacturing industry and farming as top 
priorities — where necessary by the exclusion 
of imported goods. _ 

Education: A return to traditional teaching 
methods, including the restoration of discip- 
line in the classroom. 

Northern Ireland: An uncompromising 
commitment to the Union, together with the 
elimination of the IRA by all means necess- 


Defence: The restoration of National 
Service and withdrawal from NATO. 

Foreign Affairs: An end to subservience 
to the USA and to interference in foreign 
quarrels where no British interest is at stake. 
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a of ae waste ih tk ecm to coves fl 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
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Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


__ these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
__ the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 
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ARE YOU ONE OF THOSE 
WHO WON'T BE VOTING? 


It’s being forecast that the turnout in this month’s General Election could well 
be the lowest in British political history. This is a measure of how low the 
politicians and political parties have sunk in public esteem. How many times have 
you heard people saying: “I shan’t be voting. What's the use? They’re all the 
same. And they never listen to what the people want anyway.” 

Or — “There just isn’t a party that represents my views” ? 

This attitude is understandable. Many share it. 

But it’s not an excuse for doing nothing. 

You may be one of those lucky electors who have a British National Party 
candidate standing in your area. If you are, and if you agree with many — if not all — 
that party’s views, you should stir yourself to go out and vote for its candidate. 

“But the candidate can’t win,” you may be saying. Well, that isn’t certain — if 
everyone who agreed with BNP policies voted BNP its candidates could indeed 
win. But that’s not really the point. A respectable vote for the BNP could enorm- 
ously boost its public profile and get the country to sit up and take notice. This 
way, the issues which the major politicians have been sweeping under the carpet 
will have to be discussed. 

And you can help this happen. In fact, a vote for the BNP is far less wasted 
than one for Lab/Lib/Con. So make yours count — for a change! 

But why stop there? Why not join the BNP and help build it up so that one day it 
can become a major force in the country and rea//y start to influence events — even 

-win political power and put the decline of Britain into reverse. 
Think about it — and do something! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY IS BRITAIN’S LAST HOPE 
— AND IT NEEDS PEOPLE LIKE YOU! 
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British National Party, write 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary PTrTTITITITI Titi) 
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Waltham Cross 

Herts. EN8 8ZU 


Tel. 0700 900 2671 
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You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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